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- Helms, the Shah and the CIA

THERE IS A CERTAIN irony in the
fact that Richard Helms will go to Iran
as the American ambassador 20 years
after the agency he now heads organ-
ized and dirccted the overthrow of the

v/ regime then in power in Teheran. The

' tale is worth recounting if only he-

cause of the changes in two decades

which have affected the Central Intel-

ligence Ageney as well as American
foreign policy.

Helms first went to work at the CIA
in 1947 and he came up to his present
post as director through what is gener-
ally called the “department of dirty
tricks.” However, there is nothing on
the public record to show that he per-
sonally had a hand in the overthrow of
the Communist backed and/or ori-
ented regime of Premier Mohammed
Mossadegh in 1933, an action that re-
turned the Shah to his throne. (e can
only guess at the wry smile that must
have come to the Shah’s face v'hen he
first heard that President Ninon was
proposing to send the CIA's tog mun
to be the American envoy.

The Iranian aflair, and a similar

CIA action in Guatemala the following
year, are looked upon by old hands at

J953: Teheran

threw the government left the Unit-
ed States Point Four office with
gaping holes for windows and doors.

rioting that over-

the agency as high points of a sort in
the Cold War years. David Wice and
Thomas B. lioss have told the Iranian

[/s!.or_\' in their book, “The Invisible Gov-
crimment,” and the CIA boss at the
time, Allen Dulles, conceded in publie ,
after he left the government that the b
United States had had a hand in what
occurred,

IRAN IS NEXNT DOOR to the Soviet
Union, In 1031 Mossadesh, who cone
fused Westerners with his habils of
weeping in public and running govern-
ment business from his bed, national-

fzed the pritApprovediFar Release 2000/05£3012:CIA-RDP80-01601R00

Oil Co, and seized the Abadun relin-
ery. The West boycotted Iranian oil

- recall history, was overthrown by the

-ited
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tivity, there were plenty of other stue- ’
ceszlul enterprises that fell short of
changing government regimes, Today

, the CLA. humiliated by the 1961 Bay of v/
. P e H . i .

and the country was thrown into crisis, Yigs fiasco it planned and ranm, has
Mossadech “connived.,” as Wise and withdrawn from such large scale af-
Ross put it, with Tudch, Iran’s Com. 88 as lram, save tor llts co‘nt“mumg
munist party, to bolster his Land. The Majol 1?“‘ mn the no ongexf secdret v
British and Amecricans decided he hag W& in Laos™ The climate of today
to go and picked Gen. Fazolleh Zanedi ;Would not permit the United States to
to replace him. The man who staze- rcpeat the Iranian operation, or so one STATINTL

¢ assumes with the reservation that

mit “Kim” Roosevelt (who alsp had a Aresident Nixon (who was Vice Presi-
hand in some fancy goings-on in dent at the time of Iran) laves sur-

Egypt), grandson of T.R. and seventh PIiSth.
cousin of F.D.R, and now a Washing.  The climate of 1953, however, was
tonian in private business. very different and must be taken into
Roosevelt managed to et to Teheran account in any judgment. Moscow
and set up underzround headguarters, then was {fishing in a great many,
A chief aide was Brig. Gen. H, Norman 1roubled waters and among them was
Schwarzkopf, who, as head of the New Iran. It was probably true, as Allen
Jersey state pOliCC, had become famous Dulles said on that 1965 TV show, thgt
during the Lindbergh baby kidnaping “at no time has the CIA engaged in
case. Schwarzkopf had reorsanized the any political activity or any inielli-
Shab’s police force and he and Roose- gence that was not approved at the
velt joined in the 1933 operation. ‘The highest level” It was all part of a
Shah dismisscd Mossadesh and named deadly “game of nations.” Richard Bis- | /
Zaheldi as Premier but Mossadegzh ar- sell, who ran the U-2 program and the
rested the officer who brought the bad Bay of Pigs, was asked on that TV
news. The Tcheran streets filled with show about the morality of CIA activi-
rioters and a scared Shah [ied first to ties. “I think,” he replied, that “the
Baghdad and then to liome. Dulles morality of . . . shall we call it for
flew to Rome to confer with him. Roo. short, cold war .. . is $o infinitely eas-
sevelt ordered the Shah's backers into ier than the morality of almost any
the streets, the leftists were arrested kind of hot war that I never encoun-
by the army and the Shah returred in tered this as a serious problem.”
triumph. Mossadezh went o Jail In pppyapg (ne philosophy of the
time a new international oil counsor- 3 o .
: - v a5 i Cold War years and the CIA role were
tium took over Anglo-Iranian which ol by Dulles i Totter that ho
overates to this day,though the Shah DSt put by Dullesan a fe a

wrote me in 1961. Excerpts {rom his
has squcezed more and more revenue ;
h ; * forthcoming book had appeared
from the Westerners. then “fortheoming P

.. o < in Harper’s and 1 had suggested to him
.dln 1115“1983I b_?ok, The Craft of Intel- \ggm? further revelations he might in-
ligence.” published after he left CLA, (yde in the book. He wrote about ad-

Dulles wrote that, when in both Iran gjtions he was making: “This includes
and Guatemala it “became clear” that more on Iran and Guatemala and the
a Communist state was in the making, problems of policy in action when
“support from outside was given to there begins to be evidence that a
Toyal anti-Communist clements.” In a country is slipping and Communist
1965 NBC tclevision documentary ot take.over is threatened. We can’t wait
“The Science of Spying” Dulles said: ¢or apn engraved invitation to come and
“The governmeut of Mossadegh, if you give aid.”
: ¢ There is a story, too, that Winston
action of the Shah, Now, that we en- chyrchill was so pleased by the opera-
couraged the Shah to take that action tion in Iran that he m’bfcrred the
I will not deny.” Miles Copeland, an Georre Cross to Kim Roosevelt. But
ex-=C1A operative in the Middle East. (o CIA wouldn't let him accept the
wrote in his hook. “The Game of gocoration. So Churchill commented to
Nations.” that the Iranian derring-do Roosevelt: 1 would be proud to have
was called “Operation Ajax.” e cred- S(.r\f(‘d under you” iu such an opera-
toosevell with “almost  singie- (ign, That remark, Roosevelt is said to
handedly” calling the “pro-Shah fm'(-cs, have replied, was better than the deco-
on to the streets of Teheran” and su-" pa(ign,
pervising “their riots so as to oust™  yio|ms doubtless would be the last to
Mossaduegh, sav so out loud but I can imacine his
TODAY THE JRAN to which Helmy Feflecting that. if it hadu't ‘been for
will go atter he leaves the CIA is a sta- what _D;‘f“".‘*' I:‘f“ I‘O()S_O‘mt and th.e
ble, well armed and well oil-financeg 01)101-;\' did in 1"”?"1”‘ W 91}11(1411?1 h.ﬂ,"e
recime under the Sheh's command e chianee Lo present hf'?‘c“:( ““?"'15
which has mended its fences with Mos. 19 :)r'::]mh still on the peacack throne
cow without hurting its close relation. 1 Al
ship withh Washinston, The shah has
taken full advantace of the chanzes in
Fast-\West relations from the Cold VWar

managed the job on the spot was Km‘-/

STATINTL

While Iran and Guatemala were the
higzh points of covert CIA Cold War ac-
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By THOMAS B. ROSS

WASHINGTON, — (CST» —
Richard Helms, divector of the
Central Intellizence Apency,
is reported to be in line to be-
come ambassador to lrar, t.he
scene of the CIA's {irst major
coup.

The \K}aéhingtnn star-news, -
‘recipient

of several White
House l2aks on appointments,
said this week that President
Nixon has offered the ambas-
sadorship to Helms, a carcer
inrellicence operative of 25
years’ service.

The Chicago Sun-Times dis-
closed Dec. 2 that Mr. Nixon
planned to supplant Helins at
ths CIA with James R. Schles-
inger, chairman of the Atomic
Energy Commission.

Helm's transfer to Iran is
certain to be warmly received
by Shah Mchammed Reza.
Pahlevi. who owes his crown
to the CIA. In 1933 the ClA's
representative in the Aliddie
Kermit (Kim) Roose-
velt, grandson of President
Theodore Roosevelt, organired

: and directed the coup that

overthrew Prime Minister AMo-
hammed Mossadegh in the
Shah’s behalf.

Helms was, then a leading
official in the CIA’s plans divi-
sion, the so-called *'Depart-
ment of dirty tricks.” The
turning point in the coup
against Mossadeghcame
when Reosevelt’s agents went
into the athletic clubs of Teh-
ran and rounded up an asso:t-
ment of weight lifters, muscle-
men and gvmnasts  who
marched through the bauzaars,
shouting pro-shah slogans and
arousing the masses.

The Shah, who fled the coun-
try at the height of street dis-
orders during the coup, re-
turned afterward to reverse
Mossadeah’s nationalization of
Jrantan o1l At the san.e time,
he broze up the formicr British
monopoiy  and apportioned
U.S. firms a 40 per cent share
of a newinternational consor-
tium..

One of the firms was Gul!
" 0il, which Roosevelt later
tions director” and, later be-
joined as ‘‘government rela-
came vice president in wasp-
ington,

Oil now figures even more
prominently in U.S. Policy to-
ward Iran and the Middle
East. A growing energy short-
age in the United States may
force the administration 1o
rely increasingly on the Per-
sian Gulf, the iargest oil reser-
voir in the world.

Helms® appointment is thus
certain to arouse suspicions in
the Arab world that the United
States and the CIA are manou-
veinng mare aggressively to
preserve a solid oil base in the
Middle East.

/
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In nominating Atomic Energy
Commission Chairman James R.
Schlesinger as the new head of the

Central Intelligence Agency, Pre-

sident Nixon has made an ex-
cellent choice.

The backbone of the CIA oper-
ation these days is sophisticated
technology — spy satellites, elec-
tronic monitoring, economic
analysis, scientific assessment, ete.
The modern spy makes more use of
& computer than a cloak and dag-

er. ‘
& As an economist and political
scientist schooled in stratetic stud-
ies, systems analysis and defense
spending, Schlesinger is at home in
such a milieu. He has done a credit-
able job in his difficult post with
the AEC, which he has held since
August of 1971, Before that, he was
a key official in the President’s Of-
fice of Management and Budget,
concentraling on expenditures for

national security and foreign af-

fairs. -

However, in nominating out-
going %'Director Richard Helms
as ambas3ador to Iran, President
Nixon has made a questionable
choice.

Helms would probably make an
excellent ambassador. But is it Pru-
dent to assign a man with Helms’

- Approved For Release 2000/05/30 : CIA-RDPSgﬁO/&?ﬂ\"ﬁPOOGO

'

- One Good Choice, One --? -

detailed knowledge of many of our

- most closely held secrets 1o a rela-

tively hazardous foreion post?

It will be a great temptation for
various terrorist groups, who would
delight in such leverage over the
United States, or for rival Spy net-
works to lay hands on Helms. He
would not be the first American
diplomat to have been kidnaped.

Officially, Helms is retiring be-
cause he will be 60 years old in
March and he has felt all along that

CIA officials ought not to serve be- -

yond that age.

Unofficially, there have been
rumors that Helms, a charter em-
ploye of the CIA and the first ca-
reer spy to head that agency, is
being pushed out to make room for
a director more in harmony with an
era of technological gadgetry.

The White House has heen anx-
ious to stifle such rumors, and that
may be what is behind the nomi-

nation of Helms as ambassador t{o .

Iran.

But whatever the President’s
motives in naming Helms, the ap-
pointment should he carcfully stud-
ied by the Senate. Iran cannot be
anxious to assume the responsi-
bility of providing security for such

.2 tempting target as a former CIA

director.

P, . aee e aen, RN
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CIA chief returns to scene of crime )

KEY BISCAYNE, Fla.—Richard M. Helms will leave his post
as head of the Central Intelligence Agency to bctome ambassador
toIran, Administration sources said Thursday.

Helms is certain to be warmly received by Iran’s Shah Moham-
med Reza Pahlevi, who owes his crown to the CIA. In 1953. under
Helms’ direction, the CIA organized and directed a coup that over-
threw Prime Minister Mohammed Mossadegh to restore full and dic-
tatorial powers to the Shah.

The reason for the coup was that Mossadegh, a reformer, had
sought to nationalize Iranian oil, which at the time was owned en-
tirely by British firms. Following the coup, the oil was denational-
ized with 40 percent of it going to U.S. companies.
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A.E.C. Chief to Replace |

. Helms as C.

A;Schlesinger, 43, Chosen
o —=]Intelligence Cfficial
to Be Lnvoy to Iran

By JACK ROSENTHAL

Special to The New York Times
KEY BISCAYNE, Fla., Dec. 21
—pPresident Nixon said today
that he would nominate James R.
;Schlcsinger, who is chairman of
the Atomic Encergy Commission,
to be Director of Central In-
telligence. .

He said also that he would
nominate the current director,
Richard Helms, to be Ambassa-
dor to Iran. :

Mr. Hclms's departure from
the C.I.A. was described as a
retirement, consistent with his
feeling that he, like other C.1A.
officials, should retire at age
60. He will be 60 in March.
There had been rumors that
Mr. Helms was being forced
out of his job.

The White Jiouse took pains
to affirm the President’s appre-
ciation for Mr. Helins's 30 years
of public service and for the
Ifact that it will continue, At
the same time, thc departure
from the C.L.A. is touched with
symbolic overtones.

In the opinion of knowledge-
able officials, it means the end
of an era of professional intel-
ligence opcratives and the be-
ginning of an cra of systems
management. Mr. Helms, who

once interviewed Hitler, as a

reporter, epitomizes a genera-|

tion that developed its cxper-
tise during World War II and
subsequently helped to create
the C.LA. When appointed in
June, 1966, he was the first
careerist to become D.C.I.—Di-
rector of Central Intelligence.

Mr. Schissinger, by contrast,
is a 43-ycar-old economist and
political scientist schooled in

sis, and defense spending. The

strategic studies, systems analy-|

~ DL.

.
i

AL Divector

& I |
Tho Hew York Times
James R. Schiesinger

Mr. Nixon last year, he is ex-
pected to take over at the C.LA.
as saon as he is confirmed by
the Senate.

Both the Helms and Schles-
mnger appointments had been
forecast. _

No successor was named to
the A.E.C. chairmanship, which
Mr. Schlesinger has held since
August, 1971, Befere that he
had been with the Office of
Management and Budget, con-
centrating on national security
and international affairs.

Cost Issue Noted

That experience, coupled with

tha Administration's apparent

i interest in the cost and redun-

| dancy of intelligence programs,

led a close student of C.LA. to

suggest today that what Mr.

Nixon now wanted was “more
cloak for the buck.”

Details about “the agency," .

as the C.LA. is known in the
Governnient, are classified. But
it is thouzht to have a budget
‘of more than $750-million a
'year and more than 10,000

employes. Most are  involved
in intelligence —technical as-
sessment, analysis and  esti-
jmates.

[ A “plans division” conducts

clandestine oporations, such as
'the abortive Bay of Pigs in-
vosion of Cuba in 1961, Mr.

author of a detailed report 021 ny gmg once dirceted this di-
the intclligence community for|lvision, but not ut the time of

the Cuban invasion.

“CiR-RDPE:01601R00060
2 DEC 1972

IThe position has been vacant
isince the departure in early
JNovember of Arthur K. Wat-
i'son, who is Mr. Irwin's brother-
Hin-law.

1the

iler seeretary of transportation

{ 1433 to 1937, Unt3l 1942, when

STATINTL

His new assignment is to al
country whose leader was
strongly assisted, according to’
wide belief, by a clandestine
iC.1.A. operation in 1933. The
jagency was reputed to have
had a role in the overthrow
of Mchammed Mossadegh, then
premier, permitting the Shah of
Iran to reassert his control.

If confirmed by the Senate,
Mr. Helms will succeed Joseph
S. Farland, who has been Am-
bassador to Iran since May.
The White House said today

that he would return to Wash-
ington and be reassigned to
another post.

According to a private
source, the outgoing Deputy
Secretary of State, John N. Ir-
win, is Mr. Nixon’s choice to
become Ambassador to France.

STATINTL

STATINTL

In the first news briefing of
President's  weck-long
Christmas trip here, Ronald L.
Ziegler, the White House press
seeretary, also dealt with the
following appointments topics:

©Mr. Nixon has accepted
“with very special regret” the
resignation of David M. Ab-
shire as Assistant Sccretary of
State for Congressional Rela-
tions. Mr. Abshire will become
chiarman of the Georgetown
University Center for Strategic
and International Studies on
Jan. 9. ‘

¢ Speculation about the direc-
torship of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation should be dis-
counted for the time being Mr.
Ziegler said. One newspaper
thas reported that Acting Direc-
iter L. Patrick Gray will be
Iformally nominated, another
‘has said he would not be, and
a third has been in between,
Mr, Ziegler said. The fact is,
he continued, that no decision
has been made.

Another vacancy arose in
‘Washington today with the
resignation of John P. Olsson
after 20 months as deputy un-

to return to private business.

Mr. Helma's new  position
comes after 30 vears in intelli-
gence work., After graduation
from Williams Colicse, he be-
came a United Press corre-
spendent  in Germizny  {rom

1 was commissioned as a Navy
ofiicer, he was in newspaper
advertising,
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Helms to leave CIA

WASHINGTON — Richard C. Helms, director of the CIA with 25
years experience in international spying. is resigning his post and is in
line for appointment as U.S. Ambassador to Iran. One of the commonly
cited exploits of the ICA was the ouster of Premier Moisadegh in the
1950s by means of CIA intrigues. '

Nixon said he has decided to keep William D. Ruckelshaus as ad-
minstrator of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Although
White House press secretary Ronald Ziegler said that Nixon considers
EPA “one of the most important new agencies in fovernment,” Nixon
ordered that only 40 percent of the Cengressional appropriation, passed
_over his veto, should be spent, 60 percent being withheld.
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By O5WALD I0HNST

Star-Naws Sadf swmter

The White House apparently |

bypassed  normat -
when it inforz*zeu tze Iranian
govarnaent that Richard M.
Helms, cutgomg direcior of
the Central
Agency, would be the " next
U.S. dnoaaddok n T -hran

Jeasian

> Laedd
Staie De“artr‘ent hﬂw mdA-
cated their orx'co ‘v"’: Luh.hj
uninformed as r
terday about I J.;.b romml-v
tion. Yet it is un

£

formed of the c‘,oice
less bureaucraii
long as three w

X3 r,‘._,l

Bypassing the pursaueracy -

in obtaining compliancs from

a foreign minisiry to an am-

bassadorial aprointment irom
outside the - career- foreigm
service is nof that
currence; But Foreizn Sorvice
veterans are neticing sone un-
usual aspects to t,,v Helps’
normn tion. - - .
“» Highly Potent
First is the generally recog-
nized . fact that the CIA "1")
acquired a largely mythical
but highly potert reputation in
much of the underdsveioped
Third World as an agent of

“U.S, imperiaﬁsm” acd an in-

stigator of political inirigue.
Second is the historical fact
that the origins of this reputa-
tion lie in the CILV’s sp
larly  successful 1953 coun

Irteilizence.

S A4S Yes- -
derstced tha-

Iranian governm...t was g~ -
£ rou'fh '

are anee- .

channels .

[

nectacu-

d’clat inIran which, under the

direction of Kermit Reasevelt,
unseated {he anti-Western pre-
mier, MMohammed Mossadegh,
and reinstalied the pre sant

sheh, Reza Pakhlevi, os ruler.

Third i3 the civ

was deputy direclor
at thn ClA—ihe division re-
sponsible  for. planzing and
ine ucera-
tions ke
Ifn,.p
from )
bCC a2 \“x‘ A ((

Fovrilgn S:urvics
dicated a belie
facts aad cirewmstone
explain the otherw
dolny in the
ment by toe

‘-’.'.‘js'ol

-
when he

Ielrs (o Tohrn,
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Given the widesnread im-
pact of the <h41 5 Cli-hacke

Lenl

coup “&n Iran’s immzdiate.
I‘..,.n\..) ors in the MiCZ!: East, |
the Soviar Union 2ad the Indi-
an panm;ula, Helms’ nomina-
tlond can scarcely have been
:ce:vec‘ with equanimity even
at nearly 20 )ears t.',st'n ce.

-

o

Despite a carefully nurtured |
pubiie " Image of peace, uro- |

Zress and vrosparityy TIran in
recaat yea;s i1as had to deal
with an. ugly and g stent
problem of internal security,
Dissidert . groups drawn In
. part from the Kurdish, Arab’

i
i
i
i
1
l
i
i
1

and trivsl mivosives -in the |

~country and eacourazed by a

hoc ils ragical governrrent in |

sighboring Iraq have kept Sa-
v9'<, the Irarian secret police
busy.

Within the p:m tv.o years
members of the shah’s family
have heen the tar*e* of at
least one %idnen aticmot, and
the U.S. embussy has been the
“target of sabma*e and assassi-
nation plots.

Security Pr oble*n

Memories of the coup are
far from dormant in Iran, es-
pecialiy "among opponeats of

the shah’s autocratic regime,
Against  thls  background,

krowledgeablea observers
agreed, the installation of an
American ambassador with
Helm'’s backzround would
the Iraniaa govern-
ment with a delicais security
problar

. Sources in the Forelgn Serv-
ice =zlso recshe{i, somewhat
pointedly, the recepdon ae-

i

corcded the last CLA azentto

‘be given adinloma
In Novems
mer director of rural pucifica-

tie post,

er 1883, the for- ¢

tion in South Vietnam,ﬂa.,er-. :

. Komer, arrived in Ankor
as ambezssador to Turk ey 33\

was greeted by a howling nob

of \%t wdents,

tire deelidips
V. '11 ,JI l'("’ 1L
\

le: '\L ]\
witn the cour

ia'y 4
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“over 10 years are still illiterate; there is only one doctor for

“school and a hospital.
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By Fred Lowe _
The government of Tran is becoming increasingly known for its
reactionary and repressive character—and for its increasingly
impostant role in the Middle East.
There are now over 24.000 political prisoners in the ruling Shah's
prisons and.there have been 26 executions carried out in the last

“three months in closed military trials.

* President Nixon, by his long detour to visit the Shah alter his {rip
to the Soviet Union last month, has shown the imporumce/hc at-
taches to the country.

The early 1950s saw the emergence of an extremely popular

leader in lran, Prime Minister Mohammed Mosadeph. an clogquent
. nationalist who challenged the Shah's power aund called for the

Cnationalization of Iranian oil. In 1951 Mosadegh nationalized the oil
Safter Tran in 1958 earned more revenues from its state tobacco

monopoly thin from petroleym). But in 1933 a coup deposed him,
cleaily financed, organized and carricd out by ClA agents—
including such notables as ClA-head Allen Dulles, U.S. Am-
bassador to Jran Loy Henderson and New lJersey police chief
Norman Schwarizkopf. S o

The U1.S. proceeded to help the Shah build up his sccret police,
and pourced $900 miltion in
defense and cconomic aid between 1953 and 1960. For the five-year
period 1965-1970 military credits amounted to §1.6 billion: for 1971-

. 1972 they continue at the rate of §1 billion per year.

« Iran is the'largestoil-producing country of the Persian Gull states
avith U,S. oil companies receiving a'40 percent share and making
over two-thirds of the forcign investment there.

Presznt conditious worse

In the ¢arly 1960s, the Shah launched his so-called “white
revolution™ which was supposed to be a serics of reforms which
would improve the conditions of the people. But conditions got
worse rather than better, Through 1570, 70 percent of the youth
every.
3223 people with less than 12 hospital beds for every 10,600
patients; the average person consumes only about 2.7 pounds ol
meat per month on a §75-a-year income. Over #0 percent of the,
familics (Jran has a population of 30 million with 3.5 miltion ¢ro-'
wded into its capital, Teheran) live in one room. Most of these,
dwellings are made of mud or wood and because of the govern-
ment’s unwillingness to improve their fragility, over 45,500
Iranians have died needlessly from carthquakes in recent years.

The Confederation of Iranian Students, including its chapters in
the U.S.. raised more than $40,000 whici was sent 1o Iran (following
the 1968 carthquake that killed 20,0600 people in Khorasan) along
with medicine and a medical team, The money was used to build a

-

$£090 millon celebration

In October of last year, ong of the most psychotic spectacles ever
16 occur in this century took place in Iran, with the “celcbration” of
Iran's 250&!61 ear in existence, Amidst all this poverty the Shah had

9 AUG 1572
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the audacity to spénd over $600 million for this affair when the
yearly expenditures for health, education dnd welfare amount to a
scant total of §8 million or one-hundredth of the amount spend on
the celebration. This event caused such an infernational ouirage
that most heads of state who had been invited. backed out of
showing ‘up end only 200 people came. ) . '
- In fact, to cnsure that things ran smoothly, {000 people were
imprisoned before the “celebration” and stll Lkave not been
released. -

Iislitary vs guerriilas _

In 1972, Tran-has dgvoted more than 33 percent of its budget
(5595 million) to military expenditures, Guerrilla activity has been
stepped up in the last two years by liberation movements in Tran and
thie government has arrested and tortured thousands of people.

Iran has also been chosen by the U.S. to be the "Brazil of the G uli.
area’—10 act as policé in trying to crush liberation rovements in
the region. The guerrilla struggle in Dhofar, in southern Qman and’
the successful liberation of Southern Yemen (to form the People’s
Democratic Republic of Yemen) in 1967 have already caused
considerable worry to .S, and British imperialists. '

The 20th annual convention of the Iranian Students Association
in the U.S. (ISAUS) was held in HBerkeley dune 1722 (0 discuss
future activities (o bring greater international attention to the
repressive character of thie Jranian povernment. The group hids been
outlawed in Iran and the penalty, there for membership is extremely
severe. Despite this, the group has been enormously effective in

reaching the public.

“Plan future actions

The conference ended with some very delinite plans for future
stratepies and actions. The decision was made to form local
committees made up of lavwyers, journalists and professors o form
pressure groups that will pubiicize conditions-in Iran and will have |
as its goal the granting to these various groups the right (o observe
trials and also prison conditions in Iran. »

In June 1970, 41 Bay Area 1SA members werce arrested by the San,
Francisco police while protesting at the Iranian Cousulate and their
passports have not been rencwed. They are facing deportation and
vears in the Shal's prisons. The Confederation of Iranian Students
will launch a worldwids campaign demanding the Iranian Consuliate
extend their passports, Activitics on Northern Czlifornia carpuses
will be stepped up and a legal committce will be formed to defend
the 41 and prevent the Jmmigration Department [rom deporting
them. ISA plans to start a research project that wili more cleatly
expose the Nixon Doctrine in Jran. It also plans to hold a worldw ide
“Vietnam Week” alter the summer to support the PRG 7-paint
peace plan and to raise funds for the NLF. Finally. ISA issued
statements of solidarity with the workers of the world, especiaiiy
{hird world workers and the U.S. farmworkers and dockworkers

For further information contact the Iranian Stdents Ao
P.0* Box §08, Berkeley, Calif., 94701

[ RIEINH
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WASHINGTON POST

‘Victor Zor"(z

,, Sa&, *;s, Tﬁ@@m Soviet Plot

THE . SOVIET WITIL-
DRAWAL from Egyp{ could
well be the very opposite of

what it seems. In Czechoslo- -
vakia In 1968, the Kremlin .

first. scemed {o pull its
troops out, hut it then
-turned them sround to in-
vade the country, Russia fol-
lowed cxacily the same pat-
tern in Hungary in 1956, ard
some disturbing similarities

are alrcady becoming appar-

ent in its dealings with
. Egypt.

The  pattern hecgan thoen, '

&s now, with formal reques(s
“that Soviet troops should
leave. The Kremlin tried {o
convince the Hungarian and
the Czcchoslovak leaders

that they would be doing
harm to themnselves if they
persisted in their demand,
Similarly, President
Anwar Sadat of Feoypt first
. .asked the Russians to with-
draw, some months before
the ‘Nixon-Brezhnev summit

*in May. The Russians told .
him that “this would de- -

prive you of a strategic ad-
vantage” when the MMiddle
East came up for discussion
at {he summit.

When  Sadat
after 1he summit, the Krem-
lin tricd to persuade him,
according to accounts since
published in Cairo, that the’
retention of Soviet forces
would be a “strategic” ad-
vantage not only {o the So-
viet Union Dbut also to
Egypt

" WHEN SIMILAR PLEAo

failed {o persuade 1ihe
Czechoslovak, and Hungar-
ian ffovernments the Rus-
slans had no altpwntlv but

to leave. At the same {ime, -

however,- they began plot-

ting to overthrow those gov-

ernments, in order to re-
place them with creatures of
_ their own choosing who
~would then ask Soviet
. troops te stay. There is some
evidence to suggest that this
is what Sadat is afraid of—-

. and with good reason,

After Sadat's publio, an-

;31111 mcnt o(if ég;ﬁ%sez

persisted '

paper Pravda and broad-
casts heard in Arab states
began to asscert that “one
cannot disregard the in-
creasing activiiies of rightist
reactionary {forees” - in
Egypt., These {foreces—ob-
viously represented by Sad-
at—were {rying “io undor-
mine Soviet-Egyptian {riend-
ship.”

‘But {hey were also op-
posed, Pravda said, to the
“progressive reforms” tak-
ing place in Egypi—that is,
to the more {arreaching
changes urged by the left.

Some middle class groups
“are opposing the workers
and peasants and are rcady
to make a deal with imperi-
alistn for their own selfish
inferests,” said a NMoscow .
broadeast, quoting a left-
wing Cairo wecekly whose
views secemed closer 1o the.
Kremlin  then to Sadat.
There had lately been a
growing demand in Egypt,
Moscow Radio added omi-
nously, “that the regime
should increase its reliance
on the working nasses.”

Sadat evidently took this
-as a threat from the Krem-

lin {hat it could incite a -

lefl-wing revolt against him
if he should proceed to give
full effeet to his announce-
ment that the Russians must
leave, He retorted, in a pub-
Jie warning both to Moscow
and to his own leftwingers,
that “I will never tolerate
"any {fragmentation of na-
tional unity under any slo-
JHan”

'HE CIIOSE HIS WORDS :

in a way which made it
clear that he was referring
to the possibility of a Mos+
cow inspired plot. “No ong,”
he said, “should imagine
himself a power center—~No,
never.” The term ‘power
center’ is normally used in

- the Lgyptian press to de-

scribe the group of plotters
led by Ali Sabri, the former
close associate of Presidents
Nasscr and Sadat, who is
now iu prison for trying to
overthrow the regime in
order to form a more pro-So-
viet a vernme

oogy

1nnl svacirs

: xuo o I'CAL POWETR 0-

popular support in Egypt
now. The Russians can ar-
range to overthrow an Egyp-
tian government, while they

themselves remain in the

shadows, as cfficiently as

the CIA overthrew the Mos-

sadegh pgovernment in Ver-
sia in the 1830s to protect
the flow of oil'to the West,

A new government in
Cairo could promptly ask
the Russian {roops to stay,

- or to. return—as did the

“new” government in Hunv
gary and Czechoslovakia,

CThe  Eovotion-in-the-street

would hardly rise-up in -
arms if he was told that {he

Rtussians had come back to

protect him against an im-

pending Israeli attack..

The Kremlin is no doubt
debatling now whether to re-
peat the pattern {hat proved
so successful in the past,
when the TUniled -States
made it gmply clear that it
would no' interfere with So-
viet actions in Iungary and
Czechoslovakia, Terhaps, .
the Yhite House should
speak now, bdore it is too
late, .

5130, ]&T,nggg,gmmRoooeooo3ooo1-5
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The Pentagon P/z]j£7'5-

A Discussion
Co STATINTL

The publication of “confidential” materizls has inevitably given rise
to a debate concerning a number of different but related problems:
To what extent do the revelations contained in the documents throw
light on cvents or palicy decisions with which they deal? To what ex-
. tent, if at 2l], does the publication of the information contained in the
documents jeopardize the processes of executive decisionmaking?
How can the conflict between the public’s right to know and the ex-
ecutive’s need for confidentiality be reconciled? The editors of the Po-
litical Science Quarferly have in the past published a number of arti-
cles dealing with the issue of access to governmental information and
the terms on which that access is made available, notably, Adolf A.
Berle’s and Malcolm Moos’s reviews of Emmet John Hughes, The
Ordeal of Poiver (PSQ, LXXIX, June 1964) and Theodore Draper’s
review of Jerome Slater, Intervention and Negotintion: The United
States and the Dominican Revolution” (PSQ, LXXXVI, March 1971):
The recent publication of the Pentagon Papers has given the contro-
versy nevi urgency. U.S. Senator Georpe McGovern of South Dakota, 7/
candidate for the Democratic party nomination for president, and
Professor John P. Roche, from 1966-68 special consultant to President
Lyndon Johnson, were asked by the cditors of the Political Science
Quarlerly to review the Pentagon Papers and to debate in print the
political and legal issues to which their publication has given rise.

I

Publication of the Pentagon Papers has raised a storm concerning
the right of the press to publish classified government documents.
But the conterits of the papers are so sweeping in their disclosures
of official suppression of the realities in Vietnam, so revealing
of the disastrous, sccretly conceived policies and placncea which
. Ted us into this tragic war, that it is impossible
their true significance—to discuss them in such-abstract terms.
The integrity of our democracy is profoundly involved, not.
only in the constitutions] sense with respect to the warmaking
power, but in the basic sense of the reality of government by pop-
ular rule. It is axiomatic with us that a free people can remain g
free only if it is enlightened and informed. 1t is axiomatic with A
us, as well, that a frec press is essential to the crcation and main-
tenance. of an cnlightened and mfouncd ém% which
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what our executive leadership knew and what it led the nation

act it misses




. Iranian

Al

L Tehefan, Iran, was the meeting-site yesterday

whom the U.S. Central Intelligence Agency ha
Reza Shah Pahlavi, the Shah of Iran.
4 Nixon's projected 21-hour stay

lin Teheran was not long enough
to do anything except give a psy-
chological boost to the Shah and
his regime, who arc heavily de-

‘pendent on U.S. imperialist sup-

port. But the Nixon visit also
may be related to the impending
showdown tomorrow between the
major international oil monop-
olics and Iran's neighbor, Iraq.

Approved For Release 2000/05/3

*  Daily World Staff writer

Tom IFoley, has taught Mid-
dle East history at various
- California universities, and
studied for two years at the
University of I'cheran in lran.

Iran and Irag are often confus-
ed in the public mind: Tran is a
non-Arab but Muslim state of 23

. million, nearly as large in area

as Western Europe; formerly it
was called Persia. Iraq is a bi-
national Arab-Kurdish republic,
the Mesopotamia and Babylon of
ancient times. :

JPolitically, the two countries
could - not be more different:
Iran is a police-state, armed to
the teeth by U.S. impcrialism
and still officially described as
an “empire’”’ in Iranian state
documents. Iraq has a progres-
sive government, which now in-

cludes Communists at the cabi-

net level, and on April 10 signed
a-new, 15-year treatly with the
Soviet . Union which gives Irag
powerful btacking in its national
struggle with the oil menopolies.
“In fact, Irag tloday is doing
what Iran tried to do when Pre-
mier Mohammed Mosaddeq na-
tionalized the Iranian oil fields
in 1951. Mosaddeq, a progressive
nationalist, - thercby
brought his counlry into a heaa-
on confrontation with the Anglo-
Iranian Oil‘ Company (now Bri-
tish Petroleurn-BP), in which the
British government was the ma-
jor stockholder. - .-

DALLY WOHLY

‘91 MAY 1972
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" By TOM FOLEY"

In the struggle with Britain,
Mosaddeq was forced to institute

radical reforms and to rely more -

and more on the Iraniar left,
which panicked the Shah into
flight from Teheran and brought
in the CIA. As anybody in Teche-
ran will tell an inquirer who
doesn't look like a police agent,
the CIA spent $6 million to over-
throw Mosaddeq and reslore the
Shah. But it did not restore the

‘British menopoly of Iranian oil.
Instead, a ‘‘consortium”. was .
set up which gave British oil in-" P

terests only 40 percent of its
former Jranian oil pie. The rest
went to Standard Oil of New Jer-

sey, Standard Oil of California,

Texaco, Gulf, Mobil, and scven
minor U.S. comnpanies. The con-
sortium agreement is due to-run
out in.1979, The National Irani-
an Oil Company set up by hos-
sadeq retains an internal men-
opoly on oil sales .wilhin Iran.
but 2)1 exports—mnow more than

one billion barrels a year—are

the consortium’s property.
Both Iran and Irag are Per-

“sian Gulf ‘states, and the Gulf
helds "70 percent of the world’s

known oil reserves. From the
Gulf area comes 70 percent of
Western Europe’s oil and more
than 90 percent of Japan and
southern Africa’s supply. .

Iraq, the Middle East’s fourth
largest oil exporter, recently
gave an ultimatum to the Iraq
Petroleum Company (IPC), due
to expirc tomorrow, to increase.
oil production and come to terms
with the Iraq government, or
else Iraq would be obliged to
act in its national interests.

IPC in the past few months
has cut its Iraqi cil output by
50 percent. although Iraq depends
on oil for 65 percent of its reve-

" nue.

The IPC was evidently piqued
because, with Soviet aid, the Ir-

~aqi Nafional Oil Company got the

-0166/Rbdb

for President ij'on' and a ma’n
d restored to powgr in _1953—Moham1‘ped

North Rumeyla oil field, third
largest in the world, into pro-
duction and expects to finance a
good part of its radical program
through sales ‘of North lumeyla
oil. IPC is made up of—you guess-
ed it—British Petroleum (the
former Anglo-Iranian- Oil Co.),
Royal Dutch/Shell, Standard, Oil
of New Jersey, the French Pe-
troleum Co., and the Gulbenkian
Foundation. :

Iraq thus is now battling Iran’s
old enemy, and the Iranian pec-
le have not forgotten that strug-.
gle. Although the Shah and his re-.
gime have deliberately tried to-
stir up national and religious,
strife between Iranians and Ir-
aqui and provoked armed clash-
es-on their borders, il would be
certain to anyonc who knows.
the Iranian people that they sup-
port. Iraq in its struggle with
the oil monopolies. And that no
doubt makes the Shah welcome
Nixon, to show people who real-

Iy Tuns 1ran. e
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. Ilo - cooBuennio koppecnonaeHta KOMU w3 Ba-
, WWKHIIOKA, MnOChe €OAYyYacOBOrO APYMECTBEHHOrO
ONPOCan CEHATCHAA KOMMUCCHA O AENAM BOOPYXKeEH-
HbIX CHRA YTDEPAMNA Ha3HaueHue rerepan-maniopa
Bepioxa Yontepca #a NOCT 3aMeCTHTENs AnpeKTo-
pa UenrpankHoro pa3seasbizaTensHoro ynpasnelua
CLUA. ©axrryecku on Hyger. ocywiecTsnsats Heno-

. CPEALTBEHHOE PYKOBOACTBO YNPAaBNEHWeM, NOCKONbL-

—

xy aupexropy LUPY P, Xonmcy, kax ofvaznexo, no-
pydeHo HabniofeHue 33 BCEMM ONEPAUMSMA ame-
PHKAHCKUX OPraHoB PAa3BeAKM, BRAOUAS Cneucnyx-
6u1 Neritarona

Yontepcy 55 ner. 31 roa OH npOBER 8 BOEHHOM
passenxe, M3 Wux 24 ropa 3a rpanuued. B amepu-

KaHCKOM npecce Yonrepca NPUHATO MMEHOBaTH
AAMHTBHCTOM® (MM «nonuraotom») — oM Bnaaeer
PAHLYICKHM, PYCCKUM, HEMELKMM,  HCNAHCKHM,
HTBNLRHCKMM,  NOPTYFanbCKMM W FONNBHALKUM

"RILIKEMU M CAYKMM NEPEBORUHKOM TpymaHy, Di-
senxayspy u Huxcony. Bnpouem, @xo66u» paszsenuu-
Ka He HHOCTpaHHuIe A3bikK. ‘OH aKONAEKUHOHHPYETH

“BOEGHHLIE NEpeBOPOTL.. BOT HECKONLKD 3NM30A0B #3
ero Buorpadun.

B savane 50-x ronos oH Obin Ha3HaueH NOMOWHM=-
KOM BOCHHOro atrawe noconbcrsa CLUA b Mpane.
fiocne nepesopora, npuseqwero & 1953 roay k
CBEpEHNIO npasuTenscTsd Mocapasika, B npecce
npom,enb»méno cooGULCHUE O MPHUACTHOCTH K HEMY
Yontepca. Opmako k Tomy spemenu, korpa s 1954
roay Mpan paruipuuuposan CornaweHue € memay-
HAPOAHBIM KOHCOPUMYMOM, fI0 KOTOPOMY HPAHCKas

. . . .
. .

- . e

® MOSCOW, ZA RUBEZHOM .
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- APYIMX  HedTRHbIX

o
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3ATOBOPILYK

HedTb HAfONrO NOMana B PYKM AMEPHKAHCKMX Mo
«koponedn, camoro Yonrepca
y#e He Gsino 8 Terepane — on Haxoawncs 8 Aprew-
THHE B KauECTBE 3aMeCTMTens BOBHHMOro arrawe,
MNpoxoauT toA, u BOT rpynna renepanos coepraer
npearnenta Aprentunst Xyana Mepoua, ofvasusiwe-
FO O CBOCM HAMEDEHUM NOCTABUTE HEMDTRHBIE pecyp-

e e e et

. Chi CTPAHBl NOA KOWTPONL roOCyAzpcTaa.

Kpynuoti.sexoii 8 xapbepe Yonrepca nemnacs Gpae
3UALCKAA «aKUMSA®, HA MOAroTOBKY. KOTOPON YWNno
6es manoro uetseprs sexa. Havano weropum otho-
CHTCR K roflaM BTOPOH MHPOBOR BOWHHLI, KOrha 8
¢opre Jlusensope (wrar Kaxsac) Yontepe nozna-
KOMKNCR € OLHHM GpasunecKum oOQHUCPOM, npU-
6Guiswum '8 CLUA ans cTaskrposkH. Oduuepa 3sanu
Kacreno bpanxo. Bropas scrpeva npoxaswna 8 woH-
ue BoiHil 8 Mranmu, rpe aopnonkosunx Kacreno
bpanxo Goin Hauansnukom wraba Epasunsckoro 3Kc-
NEAHUHOHHOIO KOpPNyca, a KaApPORLIA PaBEUHK
Yontepc — oduuepom cestan npu JElcHxayspe.

1 anpena 1964 roga rewcpan Kacteno Bpakxo,
HauanbHMK reHepansHoro wraba <yxonytiuiXx cun
Bpaaunun, Bosrnasma nepesopor, cseprHyswmi
npe3suacuta Fynapra, KOTOpel pewmTensHo Nposo-

" AMn B WMaMb nosynr «Hedpre — vawa (ro ecrs 6pa-

anneckan)ls Nonxosuux BepHuon Yonrepe sawuman

B anpene 1964 rona noct BocHHoOro atrawe nozonse

crsa CLUA s Bpazunuu. B tom e mecsue on 6uin -
NPOX3BEACH 8 EHEPaNbl.. :

H. CKHBA

2. «3a pyGencon» N 19, . . _=‘
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such situations, the introduction of addi-
tional specles can only temporarily increase
the diversity and, over a period of time, the
number of species present can be expected to
drop back to its original level. This means
that & species thet has been Introduced or has
migrated into a new area may elther survive
in its new home by eliminating a specles al-
ready there (its ecological equivalent) or it
may meet so much resistance by the native
species that it will be unable to establish
1tself. .

In the advent of a sea-level canal across
Panama, we may expect that, over the years,
several thousand Atlantic species of shallow
water, marine animals will succeed in reach-
ing the Eastern Pacific and vice versa. Since
these thousands of specles that would be
coming into contact for the first time are,
for the most'part, distinct from one another,
we may expect that they would tend to enter

sinto competition rather than hybridizing.
Consldering that the tropical Western At-
lantic has a richer fauna than the Eastern
Pacific, it can be predicted, tn accordance

Atlantic specles would prove to be the bette
competitors and would eventually eliminate
their Eastern Paclfic relatives.

It is the prospect of a huge and irrevocable
1oss of perhaps thousands of species native to
the Eastern Paclfic that constitutes the ma-
jor blological problem presented by the
Panama sea-level canal, In contrast, the
fauna of the Western Atlantic may remain
relatively little affected. However, there do
exist in the Eastern Pacific a number of
marine animals that originally came from
the Indo-West Pacific, the largest and most
diverse of all the troplcal Regions. Among
them are such animals as the polsonous sea-
snake, Pelamis platurus, and the crown-of-
thorns startish, Acanthaster planci. It 1s ex-
pected that these animals would be capable
of migrating through a salt-water canal and,
once having gained access to the Atlantic,
would establish themselves in that ocean.

Although it is very difficult for the biolo-

with the two principles stated above, that th(\,

. glst to accurately predict the results of in-

vasion by a given animal species, many cases
are known where the Invader has undergone
enormous population increases. The proba-
bility of such a population explosion by an
introduced specles appears to be greatly in-
creased in areas where there are no native
specles occupying similar niches. At present
there are no seasnakes in the Atlantic so the
fish species there have not had to cope with
this kind of predator. In a like manner, the
coral species, that have bullt up the exten-
sive coral reefs that are found from Florida
to Brazil, have not been exposed to the ac-
tions of a voracious coral predator such as
the crown-of-thorns starfish.

A small-scale example of what may happen
when a new kind of predator gains access to

* a virgin area was provided by the sea lam-

‘prey, Petromyzon marinus, when it migrated
through the Welland Canal to reach the
western Great Lakes, The lamprey under-
went a rapid population increase and deci-
mated the native Jake trout and whiteflsh
populations. The damage to the commercial
fisheries for the latter two species amounted
to several milllon dollars and the United
States and Canada had-to spend additional
milllons in order to bring the lamprey under
control. .

There is no other place in the world where
a single engineering project would be likely
to have such drastic biological effects. Once a
unique animal species disappears from the

face of the earth it is gone forever and no-

amount of recrimination can replace it. Do
we owe 1t to ourselves and our posterity to
preserve as much of our natural heritage as
possible? If so, let us consider very care-
fully the biological as well as the economic
consequences of building a sea-level canal.
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AN ATTRACTIVE ALTERNATIVE

When conservationists find it necessary to
object to some engineering projects for eco-
logical reasons -they, more often than not,
find themselves in the purely negative posi-
tion of objecting to something without being
able to offer any feasible alternatives. For-
tunately, in the case of the Panama sea-
level canal proposal, there is an attractive,
simple, and economical alternative. The Ter-
minal Lake-Third Locks Plan, now before
Congress, has several distinct advantages:
(1) we would still have a freshwater canal
that would prevent migrations by marine
animals, (2) capacity would be increased
enough to provide 35,000 annual transits,
about the same number that would be per-
mitted by a sea-level canal, (3) no new
treaties would be required since all the con-
struction would take place in the Canal Zone
which is already owned and controlled by
the United States, and (4) the cost would be
about $850 million compared to $2.88 billion
for a sea-level structure,

COMPREHENSIVE OIL POLICY

Mr. MOSS. Mr. President, too often,
countries make policy in bits and pieces,
reacting from one crisis to the next. If
we do not take positive action immedi-
ately to solve the energy crisis facing
our Nation, we will find ourselves in
more than an ordinary crisis. A policy
anything less than comprehensive will
not avert the great difficulty we will en-
counter if we do not plan now for the
energy needs of the late 1970’s and 1980’s.

Marilyn Berger, a writer for the Wash-
ington Pcst, authored an article for last
Sunday’s Post outlining many of the dif-
ficult choices facing policymakers re-
garding foreign supplies of oil. The Mid-
dle East produced 1 million barrels of oil
for use by the United States in 1970;
by 1980, that figure will probably grow
to between 8 and 10 million barrels. A
successful policy will require very deli-
cate diplomacy, We will be dealing with
countries in the Middle East and South
America which are. proud of their in-
dependence and protective of their re-
sources.

A coherent foreign policy emphasizing
diplomacy must soon be established to
guide our dealings with oil-producing
nations. Marilyn Berger’s article is a
useful summary of the issues we will be
facing in developing such a path. I ask
unanimous consent that it be printed in
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows: :

OiL, FOREIGN POLICY AND THE ENERGY CRISIS
{By Marilyn Berger)

Two decades ago, when the demand for
oil in this country was a fraction of what
it is today, the United States was sufficlently
worried about the government of oll-rich
Iran to have a CIA spousor a coup there. To-
day, with U.S. imports of Middle East oil
rising—and with projections suggesting that
30 to 40 per cent of U.S. consumptlon will
have to come from that unstable area by
1385—Washington faces the probable na-
tionalization of all American oil companles

“there within a decade.

The takeovers are expected to be made by
governments more or less friendly, more or
less “reliable” and with compensation that
is more or less-satisfactory. And the United
States, with its “lowered profile” abroad, is
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not likely to be sponsoring any similar coups.
The question of what the country can do
is being widely debated in government and
industry circles, especlally " since we are
headed for an energy crisis.

While there are many ideas for alleviat-
ing the potential crisis by developing new
sources of power, for the next decade and a
half, in the words of one government con-
sultant, there is “nothing but oil.” And with
domestic production having peaked, much
of it will have to come from abroad. This is

‘ causing concern in dozens of “government

bureaus dealing in both foreign and domestic
affairs and is currently the subject bf a
House committee hearing. .

At the Commerce Department a majer con-
cern is the impact on the U.8. balance of
payments. If current projections are correct,
says Commerce Secretary Peter G. Peterson,
the deficit on oll alone “could be $8 billion
by 1975 and $15 billion by 1980." ’

State Department and Pentagon officials
worry about the security of supplies from
Arab countries that are in continuing con-
frontation with Israel. A day could come, they
say, when the Arabs might act more force-
fully on the proverb that the frlend of thelr
enemy is thelr enemy. Probably even more
worrisome to them is the Increasing Soviet

_influence in the Arab world.

The Treasury Department is concerned
about the oil tax structure, the Interlor De-
partment about the development of alter-.
nate sources in shale and tar sands and on
the continental shelf, and environmentalists
are worrying even more about what that
development would mean to the quality of
American life,

" “BTUDYING IT TO DEATH"

It seems safe to say there is no basic raw
material which so deeply affects American
Interests, domestic and foreign, It is uniikely
that there is any industry that has had
greater success in winning congressional sup-
port for its interests or greater entree into
the highest levels of government, making any
tampering with the existing system espe-
cially difficult during a presidential election
year.

Perhaps this is one reason why everybody
is talking about the energy crunch but no-
body is dolng much to solve it. As one lawyer
working with a number of oll companies re-
marks: “They're studying it to death . .
The problem in the 'government now is that
there are 43 agencies involved with energy.”

The number 43 is not exaggeration; Inte-
rior Sccretary Rogers C. B, Morton put the
number at 61. Not only are studles being
made by most of these agenctes, but there
are almost as many solutions as studies.

The State Department, in a still-secret re-
port, has taken something of a lead in urging -
the government to take foreign and domestic
actions ranging from development of alter-
natives to auto transportation to changing
oil and gas price structures. So far no action

“has been taken on the study.

The President on June 4, 1971, sent Con=
gress & messige on energy resources. This,
however, looks mainly toward a solution to
problems in the 19880s and beyond and
touches only peripherally on the oll shortage.
that's almost here, .

The environmentalists supgest a solution
that is attractive In {ts simplicity: Use less
“A lot of our encrgy problems will be solved
if we stop doing what we're doing,” says Stew=
art Udall, former Secretary of the Interior.
“The country should look at its own resources
and play the hand {t was dealt. . .. For en-
vironmentallsts the gut reaction i1s to slow
things down.”

In fact, virtually every solution to the oil
supply problem creates difliculties for the
environmentalists. If the United States 18 to
{mport more oill-—which the experts say it
must—noro and bigger tankers, decper ports

/
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during the fiscal year 1973 {for procure~
- ment of aireraft, missiles, naval vessels,
tracked combat vehicles, torpedoes, and
other weapons, and research, develop~
ment, test, and evaluation for the Armed
Forces, and to prescribe the authorized

< "personnel strength for cach active duly

component and of the Selected Reserve

of each Reserve component of the Armed

Forces, and for other purposes. '
AMENDMENT NO. 1075

At the request of Mr. Cast, the Senator
- from Michigan (Mr. Hart), the Senator
from Idaho (Mr. CaurcH), the Senator
from Rhode Island (Mr. PELL), the Sen-
ator from Minnesota (Mr. HUMPHEEY),
the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr,
JKENNEDY), the Senator from Illinois (Mr.

i, . BTEVENSON), the Senator from Minnesoia

Lo
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©7 ness on April 18, 1972,

(M. MoNDALE), the Senator from Wash-
ington (Mr. MacnNuson), the Senator

- from Oklahoma (Mr. Harris), the Sen-

ator from Illinois (Mr. Percy), the Sen-
ator from California (Mr. CransTON), the
Benator from Wisconsin (Mr, NELSON),

- the Senator from Utah (Mr. Moss), the
" Senator from Hawalii (Mr. INOUYE), the

Senator from New Jersey (Mr. WIL-
1L1aMs), the Senator from South Dakota
(Mr. McGoverN), the Senator from Ar-
kansas (Mr. FuLericnt), were added as
cosponsors of amendment No. 1075 to
the bill (S. 3200) to amend the Arms
Control and Disarmament Act, as
amended, in order to extend the authori-
zation for appropriations.

——Y TR S

ANNOUNCEMENT OF HEARINGS BY
DISTRICT COMMITTEE ON NOMI-

“,* NATIONS TO THE DISTRICT OF

COLUMBIA CITY COUNCIL

~ Mr. EAGLETON. Mr. President, I wish
to announce that a public hearing will be
held on Wednesday morning, April 19,
at 9 a.m in room 6226, New Senate Office
Building, on the nominations of Mr, John
A. Nevius to be Chairman of the District
of Columbia City Council, and Mr. Ster-

- Jing Tucker, to be Vice Chairman of the

Council. Persons wishing to present tes-
timony before the Committee should con-
tact Mr. Robert Harris, Staff Director,
D.C. Committee, room 6222, New Senate
Office Building, before the close of busi-

S —————

LONG OVERDUE BOMBING
Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I

- take this occasion to express publicly my

great admiration for President Nixon for
the courage he has shown in finally tak-
ing the steps so necessary to bringing
about a quick end to the war in Indo-
china and a speedy return of Americans
held prisoner in that conflict.
It seems to me that in bombing mili-
< tary targets in Haiphong and around
Hanol the United States has at long last
spoken to the North Vietnamese and
their Soviet suppliers in the only kind of
language they understand.
. What happened in Vietnam is very
clear to anyone who wants to look be-
hing the headlines of some liberal pub-

§
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leations and discount the interpreta-
tions of some of our more liberal com-
mentators. In effect, the events of the
past 2 weeks have been comparable
to the events that occurred in -June 1950,
when the North Koreans invaded the
South and in October 1962, when the So-
viets. made an attempt to place long-
range “missiles on the ncarby island of
Cuba. .

The Communist invasion—I might say
the massive Communist invasion—of

-South Vietnam by troops of the Hanoi

government, armed with equipment sent
to them from Russia, was another in-
stance of the Soviet Union atiempting
to alter the world balance of power by
remote control.

The Soviets called for one of two

_things by encouraging the invasion of

South Vietnam, first, the complete capit-
ulation of the South Vietnamese Govern-
ment and her American backers or, sce-
ond, an all-out attempt to end the cease-
less supplying of Hanoi with the equip-
ment needed to kill more Americans and
more of America’s allies. -

I notice that some of our liberal pub-
lications are already saying that- Pres-
ident Nixon has taken the United States
to the “brink’” of a head-on confronta-
tion with the Soviet Union, The situation
is just the opposite, The Soviet Union,
by supplying and encouraging the Com-
munist invasion across the DMZ, took
events in Indochina to the brink of a
head-on collision with the United States.

Mr. President, we are in a war, and we
have been ever since President Kennedy

-sent troops to South Vietnam with or-

ders to retwm enemy fire if necessary.
Things cannot always be.cozy and com-
fortable and safe in the conduct of a
war. We know that from long, long ex-
perience. We have tried the easy way,
we have tried to win our point in Viet-
nam in a way that would not endanger
one Soviet supply ship or cause the
Kremlin planners one lost night's sleep.
It has not worked in any respect. All it

has done has been to prolong the war‘

and to convince the Soviets that the
United States did not have the will nor
the determination to do what was re-
quired to fulfill our commitment.

Well, Mr. President, I for one, am
happy that the time of pussyfooting and
cowtowing to every Soviet threat is over.
We hear a lot about the risks run by the
President in ordering the bombing of
supply dumps and other targets in Hanoi
and Haiphong. There is no denying this.
Every single thing a major power does in
the conduct of a war involves risk of
some kind. But unless we are willing to
back our foreign commitments with deci-
sive action, the ultimate risk will be to
freedom everywhere in the world, Surely
Poesident Nixon took a risk, and I thank
Giod that he had the courage to take it
before it was too late, :

The tradegedy of the situation is that
this kind of decisive action was not
taken 8 or 10 years ago—at a time when
it would have settled the situation in In-
dochina once and for all and without the
heavy cost to the United States in lives,
money, and material that it has ex-
tracted. T .
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CITIZEN EXCHANGE CORPS

Mr. GRAVEL. Mr. President, I wish to
commend the Citizen Exchange Corps
for its sustained service in bringing
about greater understanding between the
U.S.8.R. and ourselves. Theirs is a citi~
zen-to-citizen counterpart program in-
volving visits to the Soviet Union and
private meetings with persons there who
have similar interests to visiting Ameri-
cans. Historically, the Soviets have recip-
rocated and the Citizen Exchange Corps
has done an extensive job of hosting vis-
iting Russians in a nonofficial effective
fashion. In short, it has credibility on
both sides and its contacts with Soviet
citizens are probably wider than any
other groups, private or public.

with this record behind it and the
likelihood of holding a “World Congress”
in Moscow during 1973 on the subject of
international education and private citi-
zen exchanges the CEC has launched yet
snother effort—a “China Corps.” Sim-
ilarly, the idea here is to promote private
exchange visits between citizens of the
Peoples Republic of China and our own
citizens in the interest >f peaceful co-
existence and increased understanding
Accordingly, CEC has “enrolled” hun-
dieds of interested U.S. citizens who
would travel to China when that be-
comes possible. As is the case of CEC
visitors to the U.S.S.R., these persons
will be nonpolitical persons from all
walks of life but will include inter-
preters and professors who will work in
cooperation with their host country
counterparts to arrange lectures, discus=-
sions and counterpart visits to homes,
educational institutions, industries, and
the like.

The idea is a good one—and like most
pood ideas, deceptively simple. As a long-
time advocate of normalizing relations
between the United States and the Peo-
ples Republic, T hope others will join
me in applauding the new CEC initiative
and- wish them well in this enterprise.

ENERGY AND POWER CRISIS

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. President, at long
last the news media of this area—even
the Washington Post and the New York
Times—have recognized the existence of
an energy crisis in the United States.

Heretofore, the oil news coverage in
these two great newspapers was concern-
ed mostly with what some of the peren-
nial detractors of the petroleum industry
were saying about the oil import pro-
gram, natural gas shortage, antitrust.
hearings, depletion allowance and pol- .
lution but very little about the true facts
of an energy shortage.

Suddenly, and certainly to their cred-
it, both of these newspaprs have scen
the light and devoted many columnns of
news coverage to the growing dependence
of this Nation on foreign sources of
energy. Oil and gas furnish more than
three-fourths of all our energy demands
which, in spite of anything we can do,
will continue to increase and for the next
10 to 15 years must be met principally
with oil and gas.

Mr. President, I plan to discuss the
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'F\WO DECADES AGO, when the de:
T mand for oil in this country was a
fraction of what it is today, the United
States was sufficiently worried about

the government of oil-rich Iran to have’

the CIA spomsor a coup there. Today,
‘wiih U.S, imports of Middle East oil
l;ising——-ahd with projections suggest-
'ing'that 20 to 40 per cent of U.S. con-
sumption will have to come from that
aunstable area by 1985—Washington
faces the probable -nationalization of
all American oil companics there
within a decade.

. The takeovers ére expected to be

‘made by governments more or less
friendly, more or less «reliable” and
"with compensation that is more or less
sétisfactory. And the United State;,
with its “lowered profile” abro.ad., is
‘pot likely to be sponsoring any similar
‘coups. The question of what the coup-
try can do is being widely. debated in
government and industry circles, espe-
.cially since we are headed for an en-

- While {here are many ideas for alle_—
-_\'riating the potential crisis by develop-
ing new sources of power, 10r 1ne neat
decade and a half, in the words of one
government consuitant, there 1s “noun-
ing but oil.” And with domestic Pro-
duction having peakeq, much of it Wz'll
have to come from abroad., This is
céusing concern in dozens of govern-
ment bureaus dealing in both foreign
and domestic affairs and is currentiy
the subject of a House committee hear-
ing. .

"At the Commerce Department 2
major concern 1s the impact on the
U.S. balance of paymenis. If current
projections are correct, says Com-
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State Depariment and Pentagon otfl-
cials worry about the security of sup-
plies from Arab countries that are in
continuing confrontation with Israel. A
day could come, they say, when the
Arabs might act more forcefully on the
proverb that the fricnd of the.r enemy
is their enemy. Probably even more
worrisome to them is the increasing
Soviet. influence in the Arab world.

. The Treasury Dcpartment is con.

cerned about the oil tax structure, the

Interior Depariment about the devel
opment of allernate sources in shale
and tar sands and on the contincntal
shelf, and environmentalists are worry-
ing even more about what that devel-
opment would mean to the quality of
American life. * . -

“Studying It to Death”
T SEEMS SAFE to say there is no
basic raw material which so deeply
affects American interests, domestic
and foreign. It is unlikely that there is
any industry that has had greater sue-
cess in winning congressional support

 for its interests or greater entree into

the highest levels of government, mak-
g any tampering with the existing
system _especially difficult during a
presidential election year.®

Perhaps' this is one reason why ev-
erybody is talking about the energy
crunch but nobody is doing much to
solve it. As one lawyer working with a
number of oil companies remarks:
‘“They're studying it to death . .. The
problem in the government now is that

‘there are 43 agencies involved with en--

ergy.” .

The number 43 is not exaggera-
tion; Interior Secretary Rogers C. B.
Morton put the number at 61. Not only

o Do
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"The State Department, in a still-se-
cret report, has taken something of a
lead in urging the government to take
foreign and domestiec actions ranging
from dcvelopment of alternatives to
auto {ransportation to changing oil and
gas price structures, So far no action
has been taken on the study.

The President on June '4, 1971, sent

" Congress a message on chergy re-
‘sources. This, however, looks mainly

toward a solution to problems in the
1980s and beyond and touches only
peripherally on the oil shortage that’s
almost here. .
The environmentalists suggest a so-
lution that is attractive in its simplic:
‘ity: Use less.“A lot of our energy prob-
lems will be solved if we stop doing

" ‘what we're doing,” says Stewart Udall,

former Secretary of the Interior. “The
country should look at its own re.
sources. and play the hand it was dealt
.> . For environmentalists the gut reac-
tion is to slow things down.”

In fact, virtually every solution to
the oil supply problem creates difficul-
ties for the environmentalists. If the
United States is to import more 0il—
which the experts say it must—more
and bigger tankers, deeper ports and
more refineries will be needed. The en-
_vironmentalists like none of these, out
of concern for oil spills and air pollu-
tion. To produce more domestic oil
means offshore drilling, shale develop-
ment, new pipelines, which again bring
with them the prospects of spills,
sludge disposal and potential ecologl
cal imbalance. . ) “y

They Can’t Drink It .
VEN IF DOMESTIC oil is devel-
oped, however, the Middle East

will remain important for some time

BiissbroT8H1Ro0esc0eE0qLanerey supply for this

country. Imports from the Middle East
in 1970 amounted to 1 million barrels.
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C The big ones, like ITT,

fly flags of many nations

By a staff correspondent of
The Christian Science Monitor

Washington

) See the great tanker gliding majestically
into harbor.

It is one fifth of a mile long. It was built in
“Japan for a German syndicate and brings
Middle East oil to 2 New Jersey refinery on
!ong-term lease to a Dutch oil company, fly-
ing a Panamanian flag. The master is a
Swede, it is manned by a Hong Kong crew
—- a short-term operation financed by New
dYork banks and insured by Lloyds of Lon-

on. -

What nationality is this?

It 'symbolizes the new® multi-national,
!nultx-blllion dollar corporate world suddenly
illuminated like unfamiliar objects in a room
where somebody has struck a match — the
accidental misadventures of the huge ITT.

ITT has been growing and expanding, for
years, a conglomerate with 70 companies,
operating in 50 countries, with about 30 per-
cent of its income from abroad. Amid the
20 biggest industrial corporations in the
-}Jivox;ld, ITT ranks 13. General Motors ranks

rst, '

The measure of concentration

A congressional estimate is that the 300
world’s largest corporations now produce
one-sixth of the earth’s total industrial out-
put and that by the year 2000 they will pro-
duce one-half. How long this process of con-
centration will go on and where it will end,
nobody knows.

These big corporations often have their
own foreign policies aided and abetted by the
chancelleries of their respective governments
whose duty it is, in part, to promote their
‘health and welfare.

Take General Motors, the granddaddy of
them all. Senate committees now plan to in-
vestigate the unknown feudal woild of inter-
national conglomerates.

Private studies already exist. A study by
Richard J. Barber, ‘“The American Corpora-
tion,” notes that GM, with 1,300,000 stock-
holders, employs 750,000 foreign and U.S.
workers, with 45 plants in 24 countries. Its

total cash wages are more than twice the
persopal income of Ireland.

Is it a corporation or an independent
power? :

The giant ITT is charged on the basis of
a]leged'memos coming into the possession of
cqlummst Jack Anderson with collaboratin
with the CIA to block the coming to pow
of_President Salvador Allende of Chile in
‘1‘9.10. U.S. Ambassador Edward M. Korry

finally received a message from the State
Depart.ment giving him the green light to
move in the name of President Nixon,”
acco‘rdmg' to one document; this allegedly
representing “maximum authority to do all
possible — short of a Dominican-type action
—to keep Allende from taking power.”

No official here will do other than deny
the charge, which is creating a sensation in
Latin America.

The Senate Foreign Relations committiee
is making plans to examine the matter. But
whatever the walidity of this particular
allegation, there is a widespread belief that
these huge commercial empires are a new
factor in world affairs. They have an in-
terest, in less-advanced nations, to reach
an accommodation with the powers that
be and, afier reaching such an arrange-
ment, trving to maintain the status quo.

This, it is argued, explains why around
the world, the United States Government
often seems to be trying to prop up a
junta, strong man, or dictator, protecting
its national interests against an insurrec-
tion from below often instituted by radical
reform ‘groups. s

Business side noted

At the same time, supporters of the big
companies would argue that they have
helped raise standards of living in develop-
ing nations—and that in richer countries
they have provided employment and gen-
erated business. -

Europeans have also noted the interna-
tionalization of business, because they are

.often the target for U.S. penctration.

“The third industrial power, after the
United States and the Soviet Union, could
easily be in 15 years not Europe, but Ameri-
can industry in Europe,” wrote Jacgues
Servan-Schreiber in his book ‘“The Ameri-
can Challenge.” e

Sen. Abraham Ribicoff (D) of Connecticut,
chairman of a subcommittee on interna-

%

tional trade, puts combined sales of multi-
national corporations of $300 billion. “It
is absolutely essential to kmow more akbout
this new phenomenon,” he says.

ITT is 13th among the world’s giants.
Its president gets a salary three times Mr.
Nixon's. Although I'M's interests run from
the Sheraton Corporation and Continenial
Baking to the Hartford Fire Insurance Com-
pany, it does a majority of its business
outside the U.S.

812 billion in 1969

In 1969 American companies spent an esti
mated $12 billion on new plant and eguin
ment in foreign countries, so much tha
American crganized labor looked at it jeal
ously and charged it with exporting jobs.

® Ford at present makes 40 percent oI 1u
cars outside the U.S,, Chrysler 30 percent
GM 25 percent.

® On the average, America’s world com
panies are five timeg larger than the leading
British and German corporations and I
times larger than the French.

o Another item: There zre 1,600 U.S.
owned companies in England, which ac
count for 10 percent of the country’s indus
trial output.

New to man in the sireet

Business writers watch these trends wit!
awe but till the ITT affair the man in th
street paid little heed: :

“What is taking shape, slowly and tents
tively but nevertheless unmistakably,” sa¥
Fortune magazine editorially, ‘'is ‘on
world’ of business, a world in which bus!
ness will truly know no frontiers. . .."

Inevitably foreign policy marches in ste
with business. The two are intertwined
American oil irms have an enormous stak
in the Middle East. America’s tax and ol
import quotas are based upon interns
tional realities.

Studies of the CIA argue that it played
major part in events abroad; for exampl
the qverthrow of Mohammed Mossadeg
in Iran in 1953, and again in the overthro
of the left of center Arbenz regime i
Guatemala in 1934.

Charges like these are so common the
they arc widely rumored and believed afte
many crises as, for example, the late:
charge about ITT in Chile.
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) JIran Maintains
Trial Secrecy

s Wa’s_hinzt.o'n Post Porelgn Service

.PARIS, March 11—The Ira-

nian government has banned
all foreign jounalists and ju-
rists from attending a continu-
ing series of political trials de-
spite serious indications of
torture and procedual irregu-
larities, according to a French
lawyer who recenily returned
from Teheran. »
. 'The .decision, repprted by
Christian Bourguet who vis-
ited Iran {for the Internd-
tlonal Association of Dcmo-
cratic Lawyers, appeared to
diminish the chances of clem-
ency for 10 defendants who
hae been condemned to death
and await execution.

Ten - men have been .exe-
euted since the trials began in
late January, and a total of 143
defendants are expected to be
judged before the military tri-
.bunal is scheduled-:to adjourn
hext month. ‘

Moreover, pleas for clemency
expressed in the French press
—running thé gamut of opin-
jon from pro-government Le
Figaro to the Communist Par-

ty's L’Humanite—appear to
have been counter-productive,
jucging. by Shah Mohammed
Reza Pahlavi’s angry remarks
earlier this week.

“We can neither accept any
outsider’s -interference in our
domestic affairs, nor gratui-
tous criticism which is not
only far from the truth, but in-
deed contrary to the truth,” he
told visiting West German cor-
respondents accompanying
Chancellor Willy Brandt.

The defendants belong to

' tired
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Group” of rural guerrillas, ac-!
cused of having killed five po-
licemen, five gendarmes, a se-
cret police agent, a banker
and a magistrate.

The defendants are charged
with a variety of politically!
motivated crimes ranging’
from murder, bank robbery,:
attempted kidnaping, attacks:
on police stations to illezal)
theft and skyjacking and pos-
session - of duplicating ma-
chines. .

Bourguet’s mission was pre-
ceded by that of French law-
yers Henri Libertalis and Nuri
Albala, representing Amnesty
Tnternational, the Interna-
tional Commission of Jurists,
the International Federation
of the Rights of Man and the,
International Secretariat of’!
Catholic Jurists.

Taken together, these re-
ports note that despite consti-
tutional guarantees that politi-
cal crimes must be tried be-
fore a civilian court with a
jury, all such cases are, in
fact, handled by military tri-
bunals. -

Civilian lawyers were not al-

lowed to plead before these
military courts, and indeed
members of the bar were
obliged to give active or re-
army officers crash
courses in law to permit them

cording to the reports.
Prisoners were held by
Savak, the security police, for
periods far exceeding the sta-
tutory 24-hour delay before
they are to be presented to
the courts for indictment, the
reports said. '
Even in the preliminary

four separate groups which
-have lannched campaigns of

i hearings, which are held in se-

violent opposition, saying the cret, the accused have no legal

shah's regime is incapable of: representative.

reform. :

Before the
i court itself, the reports said,

They are: the National Lib-«alleged confessions are not

to represent the accused, ac- |l

eration Movement, an outcrop- questioned, evidence said to
ping of old religious and pa- be in the prosecution dossier
triotic sentiments which ani-lis not contested, and the de-
‘mated Premier Mohammed fense lawyers show little inter-
Mossadegh, who nationalized,est in their clients, sometimes
‘Iranian oil in 1951 only to be |spending no more than five

erthrown with CIA help in|minutes in pleading on behalf
g ﬁsa; Maoists affiliated with alof men facing the death pen-

breakaway faction of the out-|alty.

‘Jawed proMoscow Tudeh| Albala noted that during a
Communist Party; 581f-131'0'imilitary tribunal  session
claimed Communist revolu-iwhich he attended Feb. 6 de-
tionaries accused of a bank !fendant Masud Amadzadeh

sweater in front of everyone |
and showed me appalling burns|
on his stomach and back.”
When Albala and Libertalis!
‘qater that day were allowed to !

meet two defendants, Nasser:' °

Sadegh and Ali Mihandoust,:
in Tehran's Evine Prison the
lawyers asked whether they
had been beaten. : :

Sadegh, who spoke in Eng-
lish, replied, “no, toasted.” Al-
bala quoted him as saying that
four other defendants “had
been burned by being placed
on a table which was then
heated to white heat” by the
security police.

Sadegh said that one of thei‘
men thus tortured, named:
Ashgar Badizadeghan, “since’
ithen had becn paralyzed in
the lower limbs and could
only move by crawling for-
ward using his upper arms.

Bourguet recounted his
: meeting with Dr. Bager Ameli,
{the chairman of the Iranian
Committee on the Rights of
Man. Ameli earlier has sent a
letter to the Paris newspaper
. Le Monde denying charges of
forture that an escaped Ira-
“pian political prisoner Reza
Rezai had made in its col-
umns. ’ ]

Ameli told Bourguet that
despite the constitutional
tguarantee for jury trial in
icases of political offenses “a
imilitary court has never ac-
rcepted a jury.” Ameli said
that no protest was possible
now since his committee had
-not protested when the law,
iwhich also set up the security
lpolice, was promulgated in
1957. :
| Since all the accused
‘claimed to have confessed
only under torture, Bourguet
asked why Ameli had not pro-
tested especially in the light
of Albala’s findings. Ameli
conceded that “it was true the
accused said they had been
tortured, but there was noj
proof that the wounds were
not incurred before their ar-
rest. We cannot protest
against torture which has not
been proven.”

In his description of torture
‘published by Le Monde, Rezai
said Savak agents were
trained ‘“according to Israeli
and American methods” and
that “Israeli and American ad-
visers were working to perfect
the most effective (torture)
methods.” )

The worst torture, he re-
counted, is meted out in the 24
hours following arrest; prison-
ers are beaten with a whip
made out of electrical cables!

rohbery, and the “Siakhal “suddenly ‘pulled off -his

and are worked over by judo
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A Sh@m History
_.@ﬁ CIA Intervention
in Sixteen
Foreign Countries

In July, 1947, Congress passed one of the most significant
" pieces of legislation in the bistory of America in peacetime. The
National Security Act of 1947 created The National Security
Council, the Department of Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the
United States Air Force and, not least of all, the CIA. This act
provided the Agency with five principal duties: ,
1. To advise the National Security Council on matters concern-
ing intelligence.
2. To make recommendations Jor the coordination of such intel-
ligence matters.
3. To correlate and evaluate intelligence relatmg 20 national
. security and disseminate it o other government departments.
4.:.To perform “such additional services of comnion concern as
the National Security Council determines can be more eﬂiaem‘ly
accomplished centrally.”
"~ 5. To perfarm “such other functions and duties as the NSC
wonld direct.”
. In 1949 Congress passed the Central Intelligence Agency Act,
“allowing the agency to a’zs;egara’ laws that required disclosure
of information concerning the organization, to expend funds
- without regard to laws and regulations governing expenditures
with no other accounting than the Director's vouchers, and to
make contracts and purchases without advertising.
‘With such unprecedented au-
thority, with unlimited access to
money, with liberty to act with- /
out regard to scrutiny or review
by either civilian or governmental
organizations, the CI1A has become a self-
contained state. One observer ranks the CIA as
the fourth world power, after tbe U.S., Russia, and
China.
Partly because of the CIA's :pecuzl “secret”
status and partly because of the laziness of the press,
the total history of CIA intervention in foreign coun-
tries has never been reported. What you read instead
are jragments-—-:m attemptvd bribe in Mexico last
Jxly, an assassination in Afrzca last November.
What emerges here is an atlas of intrigue but
"ot a grand design; on the contrary, the CIA’s
record is as erratic and contradictory as that of
any bureancracy in the Federal stable. But you
do begin to comprehend the enormous size of the
ClA and its ruthless behavior. The rules permit
murder, defoliation and drug addiction for
Political ends. Look at the record:
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Le U.S. and British empires have weakened, it has become

orld to help bear the burden—and profits—of

A number of such franchises have been already given out:
Thailand in Southeast Asia, Brazil in Latin America, the Republic
of South Africa in Africa, Israel in the Middle East and now Iranin
the Arab (Persian) Gulf region. :

The Arab Gulf is one of the world's most vital sirategic areas.

. Over 58 percent of the world's oil reserves are found in this zone

* which furnished one-third of 1971 world oi! production. Some 45

million people live around the Gulf; two-thirds of them Iranian and
the remaining one-third are Arah. .

Despite the rich oil deposits of these countries, the people still
Jive in primitive conditions, mostly as nomadic and semi-nomadic
herders and as subsistence peasants. Much of the area is still under
medieval social structures.

In Oman, for instance, until very recently, the sheik prohibited
all travel within the country, the building of new houses or the
repair of old ones, smoking in public, movies, newspapers and
political discussion. There were only three primary schools in the

_countr'y apd no secondary schools. Women were réquired to wear

veils and chattel slavery continued to exist.
U.S., British oil hegemony -

Petroleum in the Gulf region is controlled by U.S. and British
companies. U.S. interests, which rule 54 percent of oil concessions,
have centered on Iran and Saudi Arabia; the British hold 30 percent
of the total oil, mostly in the Arab emirates along the south shore o
the Gulf. . :

The recent changes in the power relationships were triggeredto a
great extent by Britain's decision to withdraw most of its military

.

forces from this region by the end of 1971, This marked a transition .

from direct colonialism, through which England has dominated the
Gulf for the last 150 years, to neo-colonialism.

In preparation for their departure, the British engineered coups
in Oman and Abu Dhabi—installing mildly reformist regimes—and
set up the Union of Arab Emirates, composed of British puppet

‘mini-states.

England hoped to set up a string of governments strong enough to-

-maintain “‘stability” in the area. As the London Times editorialized

in March 1969, ““It certainly seems to be the case that the British
hope to be able to achieve militarily after 1971 what they achieve
now through the presence of 6000 troops. Their proxies would be
local forces commanded and equipped to British standards.”
But this plan was foiled by the activity of the Dhofar Liberation
Front, now -part of the Popular Front for the Liberation of the
Occupied Arab Gulf (PFLOAG). The Front started guerrilla®
warfare against the British and their puppet government in 1965 in
Dhofar, the large, mountainous southern province of Oman. The
rebels, suppogted by t
lgave now lib&P RIRREQ

liberation war to the rest of the Gulf.

b
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y for the imperialist countries to find subcontractor .
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At first, the British tried to smas
A special Green Beret-style

advisors and political maneuvering.

- British unit was set up, the Special Air Service, to help run the

sultan’s 6000-man army. Col. Hugh Oldman, a British officer, was
sent lo become the sultan’s defense secretary and about 160 other
British officers were placed under his command. English air force
bases, maintained despite the announced withdrawal, were set up
at Salalah and on Masira Island to give air support to the sultan’s
forces. Although officially the British government had repeatedly
#nnounced that their soldiers were in Oman only as advisors, they
“were forced to admit Jan. 1 (because of high casualties among their
ofces) that English troops.were directly involved in the fighting.
\‘_blirmgxh political strategy proved no more effective against the
ration forces than did their military tactics. The old sultan had
“enextremely reactionary. Not only were newspapers, radio and

electricity prohibited but the very word ‘revolution” had been
banned from the language and replaced by the word
“disobedience.’ Omani school children, for example, were taught
about the ‘*‘American Disobedience’ of 1776. To protect their 18
million tons of oil per year, Britain replaced the old sultan with his
“liberal" son, Qabus bin Said, in July 1970. Qabus is a graduate of
the British military training school, Sandhurst. -

Still, the liberation forces continue to make progress both in
Dhofar and the more populated regions of Oman.

As Britain has moved out of the Gulf, the U.S. has moved in. The
number of U.S. warships in the area has'increased. military aid to
Iran and Saudi Arabia has been stepped up and new U.S. bases
have been established.

On Dec. 23 the US. signed an agreement with Bahrain, a
strategically located island kingdom in the Gulf, Lo take over the
former British base there. The excuse used for the establishment of
the base was *‘to have a counterweight to the growing Soviel in-
terest in.the area.” « . . .

The same type of rationale has been used to justify the recent.
movements of the American fleet into the Indian Ocean and the’
establishment of 2 U.S. base at Diego Garcia. Most U.S. activity in
the area, however, has been directed toward shoring up its allies
Saudi-Arabia and Iran. .

Iran especially has been put forward as the imperialist candidate
for hegemony over the Gulf. The shah's repressive government has
been quick to accept the nomination—the recent $100 million

celebration of the 2500th anniversary of the Persian Empire being a
sort of massive kick-off dinner for the Iranian chauvinistic cam-
paign. The Iranian government aiso took out & full-page ad in the
New York Times, devoted to a historical justification for calling the
Arab Guif the “Persian” Gulf, Persia being the ancient name for
Iran. . : :

Iran—the candidate

Certainly, Iran is a logical choice for this role. It is the most
_populous country bordering the Gulf and it also has the longest

border with it, 600 miles. It has also been relatively prosperous in
recent years. The gross national product is increasing at an annual
rate of 12 percent and it has begun new industries in iron-smelting,
copper-mining and in petro-chemicals. Iran's harbors have
recently been improved to handle more of the tanker traffic
traveling down the Gulf which supplies 70 percent of Western
Europe's and much of Japan's oil. Iran also produces 4.6 miilion
barrels of oil daily on its own and last year took in $1 billion as its
share of: oil revenues. _— .

Up until fairly recently Iran had been dominated by Brilish oil
interests. But in 1951 Prime Minister Mossadegh nationalized the
British holdings. He was overthrown by a ClA-organized coup after
which the British were forced to take second place to Americam;
corporations. . : '

continued
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recruited to CIA from
1 law offices and univer-
; 4 sities had gained their
spurs in London, where they were sent
to glean some of the methods of the
. British Secret Intelligence Service.
" Dulles enjoyed making wisecracks
about the Victorian and Indian Army
traditions still surviving in the British
. secret service, but he had a healthy
respect for its unrivalled experience
and great professionalism. He knew
that CIA could learn a lot from the
" British about operations in the Middle
‘East and Africa, where its stations
were rapidly expanding.
~ After Archibald Roosevelt, one of
CIA's foremost “Arabists’’, had re-

- gtored cerdial relations with SIS when

/

- and Special For

station head in London, a plan of co-
opperation was devised for Africa, where
most of the former-British colonies had
gained independence, -and were be-
coming subject to strong Soviet and
Chinese pressure. Roosevelt was still
in London when, in 1965, Rhodesia
made her momentous “Unilateral

. Declaration of Independence” (UDI),

which led to the conflict with the
British Government.

 There is no better instance of the
strengthening of CIA- SIS collabora-
tion than the hitherto undisclosed
story of the services CIA rendered
the British authorities in Rhodesia,
parncular]y since about.1968.

Indeed, in assisting the. British SIS
in its thankless task of 1mplememmg
the policy of economic sanctions
against the Smith regime, CIA put its
relations with the Portuguese .in

+ jeopardy. It has an enduring under-
standing with the Portuguese Govern-
ment and its PIDE secret service on
many aspects: NATO security, anti-
communist operations, the use of radio
stations in Portugal and her colonies,

and of bases fa) sqr}:o ngolﬁéxfﬁéfé

bique and Macao. However thin the

men Allen Dulles had -

THE LONDON DAILY TELEGRAPH MAGAZINE
Approved For Release 2000/05{30 ?%liERDW%%emﬁq_oﬁg ,

“When Britain pulled out of Rhodesia after the 1965 Unila

“the CIA worked . to ferret out details of the sanction-bust

ln the popular, traditions of spying, secret documents disa
were used to convey messages in invisible ink. It was a shock
one of the informers was a prommcnt lawyer But it was nof

the CIA had expanded into an area where the British were una
“active in Egyﬁt Iran and Syria. E. H. COOKRIDGE ends his ¢
e Director, Rlchard Helms

L
British sanction policy became, British
consular. offices and SIS men were
supposed to watch the steady flow of
Rhodesian pig-iron, tobacco, and other
products through the Portuguese ports
of Lorenco Marques and Beira in East
Africa to FEurope and the Far East.

Merchants and shippers there had-

made fortunes out of the traffic which
the Portuguese were bound, by United
Nations resolutions and agreements
with Britain, to regard as illegal.

After the closure of British missions
in Salisbury all -information about
Rhodesian exports dried up at source.
At this juncture CIA stepped in to
assist the British. It was not merely a
labour of love. American tobacco
syndicates in Virginia, Georgia,
North and South Carolina, Ten-
nessee and Kentucky greatly in-
creased their production and sales to
Europe when Rhodesian tobacco
growers lost most of their trade
through sanctions. Traditionally,
Rhodesian tobacco was used for cigar
and cigarette manufacture in Belgium,
Holland, Germany and Switzerland.
When these supplies dried up, Euro-
pean manufacturers turned to Ameri-
can growers. But by and by Rhodesian
exports began to flow again, by the
use of false certificates of origin and
smuggling through the Portuguese
ports and through Durban in South
Africa, much to the displeasure of the
Americans.

Thus, obliging the British and help-
ing American business, CIA ordered
its agents to ferret out the secrets of the
sanction-busting schemes devised by
Mr lan Smith’s regime. Soon the CIA

A Ee
Other CL
were Caj
former A
Francis }
who had
cloak-anc
Cuba anc
Wigant,
Congo dv
and sevet
the most
Edward ’
Salisburye.avee- .
1957 from the Sta}e Department;
from 1959 he headed the East and
South African section and, at the time
of his new appointment, was Station
Head in Pretoria. Among his various
exploits he was reputed to have
initiated the first contacts between the
South African government and Dr

. Banda of Malawi.
The CIA agents were perpetually
- journeying between Salisbury and the

Mozambique ports, and Murray was

temporarily posted to Lusaka to main-

tain personal contact with British .

officials resident in Zambia. Mr Ian
Smith and his cabinet colleague, Mr
J. H. Howman, who looks after foreign
affairs as well as security and the
secret service of the Rhodesian regime,
were not unaware of the unwelcome
operations of the Americans, They
suffered them for the sake of avoiding
an open clash with Washington. Their
paticnce, however, became frayed
when it was discovered that secret
documents had disappeared from the
headquarters of the ruling Rhodesian
‘National Front_Party. Subsequently,

station in Salisbury was bustling with -

activity. Since 1962 it had been headed
by Richard La Macchia, a senior CIA
official, who had joined it in 1952 from

355299&05&3086%8@%01 R000600030001-5

to Africa in the guise of an official of
the U.S. Development Aid Agency.
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America’s Lmpire
by Claude Julien
translated from the ¥ unch
by Renaud Bruce

(Panthecon; $70)

With the United States in the midst of
‘an cxtendml debate on our role in the
world, we badly néed outside perspec-
tives on what the Amecrican role has
been and should -be. Unfortunately this
volume by the. forcign cditor of Le
Monde adds litle_to the critiques previ-
ously presented by the Amcrican new
left. -

More than ‘a third of it is taken up
with a history of American expansion-
ism prior to the Second World War. The
remainder of the baok deals successively
with what lie calls the “economic, mili-
Ctary end culture empires,” the role of
the CIA, and [inally the decline of the
empire. Particularly. in the cconomics
chapter he scems to he arguing that eco-
nomics is the sole driving motive'of em-
‘pire. Nowhere does he come to g‘,npﬁ
with the ultiplicity of interests “anc
stands - which come to bear on any
American forzign policy decision.

“In his chapter on the CIA Julien go.c y1ic 1

breaks the monotony by presenting an
interesting case study of the Amecrican
intervention in, Iran in 1933 to drive
Mossadegh from power. He shows
eleatly the depth of American involve-
‘ment in this episode, presenting a quite
“different Mossadegh from that given to
“the American people by Washington at
tHe time and by Eisenhower in his
Memdirs, namcly a Mossadegh who
was a too] of international communism.
Julieni paints Mossadegh as a national-
ist trying to get Iran a fau share of 011
revenucs, -
Chiefly, America’s Impm’ fails to deal

"~ with how, decisions-are made and ac-

-tions laken by the American govern-
‘menl, leading to the omission of per-
haps the least understood  aspect of
_‘Ameﬁcan post-war interventionism, the

g RoY 1971

ways in which the military have influ-
enced Amcrican policy. The military on
the whole have resisted the commitiment
of American [orces at odd places around
the world, pleading lack of capability
and the need to maintain forces to de-
fend Euwrope. On the other hand-the
Joint Chicfs’ requirements for bases;

overflight rights and allicd forces have

-played a key role in making policy, and

that policy has been mostly to keep us
commitied or extend our commitments,

Thus it was the military (:cﬁh(‘ o hwe'
unfeltered contro! of thc fo ‘mer Japa-

nese Pacific island colonies that led Tru-
man to back away from ‘insistence o

- Trusteeships for, Indochina. Similarly,

JCS requireinents, acceptéd by civilian
leaders, led to the American base struc-
ture in Japan, and to German and Japa-
nese rearmament. The last could be ex-
tended indefinitely.

The disappointment that one has with
this book comes from the urgency and
importance of the topic.’ What has the
United States done in the world? Why?
What should we do? How? Hcs qucs—
tions cry out for nalional del in
which the critical view of outsider \ulu
be very beneficial. We will not g_l very
far-if supporters of past policics empha-
size our good inlentions and critics be-
moan what we have done. Mr. Julien
atter but he is ncither ins lk)]lt—,
ful nor persuasive.
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0 Star Shfx Wn{cr
With their faces hidden by
masks, somé 100 persons yes-
terday protested wilh speech-
s, chants and slogans the ve-
gime of the Shah of Iran, who
{his wesk is CClCDlatl'l” the
anniversary of the
i'o unding of ihe I’ols1an Jm-
puc :

While the
‘leaders at Pmsepolis: the city
of the empire’s founder C}mq
the Great, the plotcswrs,
who said tbcy were Jranion
students insisted that “a hun-
gry npation does not nead a
2,500-year celebration.” :

"The picture of an ¢p
sive, murcerous goveininent
presented at a press ceafer-
ence in t'v\ yard of Georg
Washington Universily \"a<
different from {hat 01' Araeri-
can obs crv01 s who have
praised Iran as the success
story of t‘xc I\Lo(’ s I‘aq, and
ihe ‘Shah as a monarch who in
& peacelul revelulion — the
“white revel ‘!’)1” ~ has
brought slabiiity end £20; nomic
well-baing lo his poople,

The Iranian Yimbassy later
commented that the studenis
rere heedless of reforas in
their country, including ““land
reforin, sufragc for women,
redisiribution cf income (arq)
the development of the Liter-
acy and ihe Health Corps”
“since 1963,

‘The em'oassy contenced that
only apout &0 nmﬂﬁ s udents
were present at the rally,
which  was {ollowed by a

" chanling march to the embas-

8Y. :
The studenis sald they were
wearing inv masis {o protect
them from identifigation by
the SAVAX, the Irun'\x cered
police who they esseried, are

shah hests world”

everywnzre. The mas ks vere
Jetiered, ““o,Jt cal Iv:p:u ion

in Iran -— Shahis a U.S. Pup- .
p,,t ” :
Besides  talks from tho
event’'s  co-sponsors — the
Iranian Sivdenis Associalion

and the Organizalion of Arab
Students — and represenia-
tiv of a(’icc“ef. youth
groups, the featured sgoak s
\"cre Richard Cottam, profe
sor of polilicel science al tzqe
Univarsily of P;L shurgh ai
aufnor  ¢f “Noiionsd
Iran,” puow‘nm in Lu, and
journalist I ¥, Stone,
tone daclared that
was really being ceieorat
this week was {he 188h birih.
day of the conlrol cf
the Cenizal Int c} izonce Azon-
cy, not the 2 1
of the ’oa.wu g o=.' {he

Impire. R
In San ¥rancisco, Irania

studenls . yosterday shouied
“Death o {he q'@ah ouigide’
thelr ccum]y s consulate,
vrecked Dy a bomb laie

Thuzsc’“,{ aight. No one was
injured in the hiast, w 4]

pczcxtly was timed fo cof
cide  with {he coelebration 2t
Persepolis,
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-a radical journalist contends
that the old-line liberals-——

. obsessed with cold-war

e quti-conununism, big
governent and wuoork ablc,
soctal programs—-have misled
and misgoverned america

Ay 1743
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.He not bm) buzm born is busy
dymg —EOR DYLAN

THE" orn LIBERALISM 15 husy c‘)m". As a

. thaox), as a tndition, as a set of institu-
" tions, as a group of leaders, liberal anti-
comniwunism has become a God that fa xlcd
‘Liberals. such as Hubgrt Hlm'ph"“y and
Nelson Rockefeller lm\c become pare of
the problemi-——worn-out [fig leaves cover-
“ing the naked cmpcror's private parts.
The New Deal has bocome the status

T “new problen.
<~ - Letme be precise about who the liber-
" als and the liberal center are: I'm talk-
ing ahout the Peace Corps, the Alsop
bro’hcls the A.D.A. (Americans for
. Democratic, Action), Bayard Rustin, the
AF.L.CT1.0., The New York Times.
I'm also talking about the Ford Foun-
dation, the Office of Econotmic Op-
'portumL) and the Ripon Socisty—all
sclfplocl'nmcd pillars of liberalism. There
is also the liberalism of those “tough-
‘minded” professors such as a\.cGeorgc
Bundy, Walt Rostow, John Roche and
Heory  Kissinger, which has become
mdlstmnm anl" from the kill-rutio logic
of the Dmcna‘ ‘Department  computers
~ that predicted the fast Viet Cong guerrilla
© would die 20 months ago. The hb'-( alizm
of respectable ins titutions such as Cenr-
. mentary magazine, Freedom flouse and
New York’s “Liberal Party has become a
barrier to social change, a dead hand on

. the preseut, preveuting the liberation of
" new ideas, mew programs, new move-
menits, new myths. After 2igragaing am-

‘biguously through the Thirties and

}ort es, the \mcrlc.m ‘electoral left fell olr
the track entircly abour 1930, and we are
“still paying thc backbreaking price.
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" deteriorated after it cleansed

i ties) And we

’ FifLiCa,

quo; the old solution. has L-comc the -

Yippics) are

T

50 nhn) fine, formative hours. We
paying ‘that price in a wade-union lead-
epship that stands to the tight of The
Wall Street foz'rr’nl and r.he Catholic

" Churcli on most public issucs. (One can-

not help but notige how much the C. 1.0,
itself by
purging Reds and md:c:vls in the late For-
are paying that price in the
unnziural fsolation of the student, black
znd antiwvar movements of the Sixties,
which were ferced to start from scratch,
bereft of immediate historical fathers.
The crucial point is that during the
liberalism lost its will to fight’
and accepted the basic econamic ard
foreizn-policy assumpiions of the right.
And this pu.kd the center of gravity of

" American politics decisively away from
. the left. What has happened these past 20

ymrs is not that the country has grown
more conservative but that ltbualmz
has grown more co*n"xnme Dy failing
to organize I'. D. “one third of a na-
tion 11[‘\ou,cd il chd ill-nourished,” b)
remaining sifent during Joe McCarthy's
atteck on the Bill of Rights and by getting
us into-Vicinam, liberalism did the work
of the rizht while claiming to represent

the left.

" Now we must raove beyond and
transcend  the Cold War liberalism of
mlh“.) intervention (Bay of I'igs Do-

minican Republic, Victnam) by b;co.m.l”
peacelul mtcrnatxomhsts once again
And as historians such as Ioweard Zinn,
Christopher Lasch and Staughtou Lynd
have pointed out, we must go back and
rediscover the dcqx_r roots of the indiz-
enous Arerican left’ in fragments’ of th
Populist, feminist, black, Socnlnt and
Progressive movements of the late -1%h
and early 20th Centuriss. .

No {nsurgent movemant has ever -suc-

cccdcd t’nut was rooted in hatred of its

wit country-—a fatal mistake of which
parts of Lhc New Left (\\’mthﬂrmcn,
¢ guilty. By retrieving the
banner of the lelt as it was before it was
corrupted by thie Cold War, we ofier the
post-lineer kids something inside their
wn nation vith which to identily,
they won't have to Import exotic fantasy
notions of revolution from North Korea
or Bolivia. By restoring the old dignity
to the Ponulist attack on mornopolics and
abusive corporations aud banks, we can
take liberalism out of the soft suburban
living ros:us and place it on the side of the
working '"mx—~thc unskilled hctm) work-
er, the s itress, the gasstation attengd.
ant, the dishwashar, the taki driver, the
small farmer. And by reeonnecting with
the old Fepulist pasiion for particip"tion
and decentralization, we cau begin to end

0-0150RRAS00

‘are

that

Vashingion if you hire enotigh experts
and b'-'cmcmb and pay for enorwh Rand
Corporztion studus.

. - . .

If someething lasting went out of liber-
alism during thc Fliue:, then there had
to be z deeper reason than just the Cold
War, or McCarthyism, or that the unions.
purged all their rebels. That reason was
(ha: the central. intellectual formulations

¢ lihazl anti-communism were mistaken.
1 don't say that the liberal leaders of the
Yilties were badly motivated or uncom-
Jonly co.rupt or that any large nurabers
were cauZit in the web o[ conspiracy
woven b) the .CIA spider. All T argue
i3 that their judgment was bad, and their

_mistakes have. lnd gll\.vo'.h historical

. CONS2FUCRCES.

They were wrong, first, in theit total,
fanatscal anxi{om.mnusm, whicl: parmit-
ted no possibility for change in the Sovi-
et .bloc and blinded them to terrible
fnjustices within their own socicty and
\-,'Sth?n the so-called TFree World., Philos-

pher Sidney -

. I.oou, the m(het)pﬂ lilreral anti- Con‘mu-

nist, was able to wriie in the Parlisan Re
view in 1952 “I cannot understand why
Amarican intcllectuals should be apolo-
getic about the fact they are llm-tcd in
their effective historical choice batween
_endossing & system . of total error and
critically supporting our own Imperfect
¢emezratic culture. .. 7 That was never
the ¢ark eitherfor choice intellectuals
frced. There were always the independent
alteraatives of democratic radicalism, or
neatsalism 'in the Cold War, or support
for the great movements against colo-

_nialism then being spawned in the womb '’

of the Third World from .Caba to Alzeria
to Victnam-—movements almost all the
NATO intellectuals lffnorcd in their
clitie preoccupation \"lth white Western”’
Eurspe. And one does not make this case
now with the dieap wisdom of hindsizht.
In fzet, there were Americon mtcl.cuunls
at the time—men such as C. Wright Mills,
Duwight MacDonald, Paul Goodmm and
Noxmm Mailer—who did resist the tide
of fzshion and held onto a saving rem-
nant of independent radicalism.

The second conceptual mistake the
Fifties’ liberals made was *the end of
ideclzy™ mischicf, popularized by Dan-
iel Bell’s book bearing that unfortunate
axiom. Bell's theory expréssed the re
markable idea that all the great structur-

al problems of America had been solved,

and afl that was required now were small

- adjwzuments, some minor technolbgical

We are pApRrovedorRelease:2000/05/30:: GHARDRE0-0IE0HRE00I0UIBoG !5 e wft machine at. the

the war that bezan in Harvard Yard,
where  Bundy, Rojtow, Kissinger, Pat

T N T T SR KL I AU 7 NP DU [ (O

centralization. The agravian Populists had
a healihy sk cpucnm of organization and

irrrn mb s romrieaar m el arrtataivy el

The foolishness of this notion has

" been proved many times .by the mass
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‘Last of the Gianis’

sl

Im

. This article, on the Cr”}'ml
> Intelligence . Agency, i34 the

{third in a series of selactions
Yfrom “The Last of the

I Giants,” a new 4-velume of

fmemoirs of C. L. Sulzberger,
! foreign affairs columnist of
é;:_i"he New York Times.
: . By C. L. SULZBERGER
: . Special to The Bulletin
; Washington, August 7, 1956
; ' Dined and talked until the
H e\érly hours with Frank Wis-
fner and Gates Lloyd. They
~are in the same trade (CIA).
. Frank said Allen Dulles (then
ihead of the CIA) was ex-
‘strenicly ‘upsct by my column
“eriticizing  American propa-
¢ panda. P
Wisner told me

=, 1 McCarthyism is, unfortunate-

: 1y, by no means dead in the
' government, and‘I should- not
‘ forget this. M, who was sus-
; pended- from the State Depart-
"y ment on a phony, trumped-up
. charge, was finally forced
¢ back by pressure. -
i But now — two years later
~ he has been exiled to a con-
Esu]ar position at the fever-hole
of Paramaraibo, (then capital
Jof Duteh Guiana), the nearest

"post we have to Devil’s Is-

“land.

" Frank told me that he \vas.'

-astonished to discover, when
he went-to Romania during
“the war, that practically all
. the agents furnished by Zas-
“lani (later Reuven Shiloah),
; Israeli intelligence boss, to the
- British from -Romanian Jews
s in Palestine, were working for

Zaslani’s network all the time -

.= and not for the British, who
~didn't know. ‘ R
S e e el T
- .0 Washington, July 23, 1938
- - Dined last night at Wisner's.
Allen Dulles boasted to me’
“that CIA had been sceing de !
Gaulle regularly before he
came to power, tf
French contact. He also said -
they had an excellent agent
among the ultras who plotted
in Algeria: Maybe, but it
‘geems indiscreet te say as
. much, ' :

i
through a '
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Washington, July 24, 1953

Dined with Allen Dulles and
Senator Fulbright. Tomorrow,
Fulbright’s committee investi-
gates Dulles’s CIA. They were
polite and friendly with each '
other, but Fulbright made no
-bhones about his intentions to

{ make Dulles squirm. Me fci

© CIA should have known mor{./ﬂa‘.

about the Iraqi coup in ad-
vance. .
The * military information
. and plans of the Bagdad Pact
that are now available to Nas:
ser (and Russia?) are admit’
tedly embarrassing.
~ Dulles thinks the way our
intelligence is set up’is more,
logical than Britain’s. We
“have in one organization whal -
' they have in three and a half:
It is better that way, and bet-
Cter 'to have the organization
! known,

) ] ‘® ©
\ Washington, October 12, 1560
This "afterncon, saw Allen
,-Dulles in his CIA office.
On the wall a map shows the
route of the Soviet ICBMs to
the Pacific from the general
region of Kirghizstan. Allen
said the takeoff point was de-
liberately changed on the map .
for security reasons. N
© We talked about Gary
Powers. (U-2 spy shot dow:
over Russia)., The CIA has a
theory that no man should
ever be ordered to commit
sujclde if captured and this.

was not in contracts with '
.agents, .. . i
The CIA thought there was

more chance of a man’s indi-

vidual nebility prompting him

no such advance order.

Allen said Powers had done
nothing wrong and probably
would -have had a hard time
committing suicide either by .

‘needle, even had he wanted
- to. First he was parachuted

- out and secondly he was in a

—STATINTL
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f

to such an act if thcre were .

.

ressure il
hirdly, . he ‘was captures,
pronto-on landing.
Dulles’ View
t [

Nevertheless, Dulles left me
with' the impression’ he
thought Powers should some-

how have knocked himself off.
said Powers had been

brainwashed or -brain-condi-

tioned prior to-the trial. It was
clear he had told the Russians
more than emerged, because
his previous “testimony™ was
always referred to.

1 gather Dulles is unhappy
with Powers’

had a specific, short-ferm con-

tract with CIA end was paid .
between 870,000 and $30,000 a
year, about what a geod, civil-

ian jet pilof zots.

Under the law, he must be
» .

paid as longz as his coatract
runs, even though in jail. (He

was later f{reed ‘in an ex-
changs.) o

€ ¢ o

Pais, April 19, 1961
- Lunched today with Kim
(Kermit) Roosevelt. He is now

. .vice president of Gulf Oil Co.

=

{\. .-,\._«w- ‘&.ﬁ

behavior but-
doesn’t like to say-so. Powers |

L8] Ny H I
F Ly e \Ki/\/ e
Hid % \;'-;/;i 13

" of ‘the Treasiiry. The mission, |
sent out by Eisenhower hime
self, sought to try and make
peacc between Egvpt and Is= :

. real. Anderson and Kim talked

to Masser hour after hour,
_ There was a corollary mission
to Ben Gurion. Ce
Chet Bowles (then under
secretary of state) offered

Kim  these ambassadorial
" posts; Tehran, Cairo, and
Rabat. Kim pointed out that

. he could not go to Iran be-
. cause .the Russians had evi-
dence of what his activities
had been in overthrowing
Mossadegh in 1853. Likewise,
. Kim told Bowles it would be
useless to send him to Cairo.
At the time of the Iragi rev-
" olution, Nasser sent a team
" into Bagdad which grabbed all
the Bagdad Pact intelligence
" files ~— well filled with K1m’__s
. nanme. L K
“Were Kim to be our am-
a position to blackplail him
and us by releasing such
dotuments ~whenever  con-
venient. v S

J

in charge of government rela-

tions, but he is still linked
with the CIA. .-

Kim.was in charge of the

operation in Irah when we got
rid of Mossadegh in 1953. That
one was relatively easy as we

- were able to calculate that if

we could produce an open
fight between Mossadegh and
the Shah, the Shah would gain
popular support. He did. The
British had tried to get up to
take the line of intervention
many months earlier, but we
waited until the local situation
was right — unlike Cuba.

Kim was on a secret mis-

ease12000/05/30hiCIARDP§0:01601tR0:006 00030004

in 1553 with Bob Anderson,
later Eisenhower’s secretary

]
[3)]

tassador, Nasser would be in . - -
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King Hussein’s attémpt to crush the fedayeen in
Jordan ended unsuccessfully in a cease-fire arranged

. Sept. 25 by Sudanese President Jaafer Numeiri. Despite

¢ontinuing attacks by government forces against Pales-
‘tinian resistance strongholds, the cease-fire may end the

’ full-scale fighting for the present but the prospect

"appears to 'be long-term civil conflict in whrch
Washmoton supports the rule of Hussein. . .

.Hussemsv British- and American-trained Bedouin
’troops directed their main fire against refugee camps,
killing thousands of noncombatants. As a result of this
‘bloodbath, the Palestinian resistance is probably united
on the need to oust the reactionary regime in Jordan,

including Hussein himself, Prior to the recent fighting,
“such views were primarily attributed to leftist leaders

such as Dr. George Habash, head of the Popular Front
.for the Liberation of Palestine.
. As the cease-fire went into effect, PFLP guerrrllas

: relea&d the remaining passengers and crew member of
“the aircraft they had scized .earlier in the month.
“Guerrilla sources stated that they were releasing the
" detainees out of respect for the Jewish religious holidays

. and because food and water shortaves would prevent
'Proper treatment of their “guests,”

~[A formal cease-fire agreement for Jordan was srcned '
~ Sept. 27 in Cairo by king Huss~*1n Yasser Arafat, head of

- Fateh and the Palestine Libe ratxon Organization, and
" other Arab leaders. In giving recognition to the Palesti-

“nlan causs, the agreement is considered a victory for
..them. However, Hussein will remain on the throne,

.. though under the supervision of a three-man committee,

N

e

oomprised of the Tunisian prernier and Jordanian and’

* . Palestinian representatives, until a “normal situation™ is

: restored Algeria, Morocco, Iraq and Syria declined to

- participate in the Cairo meetings of Arab states whzch
helped draw up the agreement. | -

The aircraft seizures and the ‘detention of persons on
the flights were merely a convenient excuse for

Hussem s moves against the fedayeen, which had been in

preparatron for weeks if not months. Palestinian

resxstance leaders have pomted out that following the
‘cease-fire with Israel under U.S. Secretary of State
Wllham Rogers’ peace plan, Jordanian government forces
- 'pegan surrounding Amman and other points of
.ecommando strength. There were nurerous provocatrms
.and attacks against guerrillas by g government troops in
the wecks preceding the proclamatlon of martral law on
t. 15. -
SepFurkhermore there is evidence that Washmoton
. encouraged Hussein’s recent moves. Besides longstanding
_publicly affirmed U.S. support for Hussein, it appears

;rums that have been machine gunned .

The unnamsd “Westerners” are British and U.S.

i advisors who come with the nuhtary equipment that

London and Washington have furnished to Jordan. There
is ‘a good probability that these military advisors were -
what Hussein_referred to in an interview with Eric
Roulzau- of Le Monde last week, as his “intelligence
service,” which “fooled” him by providing “an idyllic
picture of the situatib,f.l, assuring me that we would
overcome the resistance in a few hours.”

-It is Talso reasonable to assume that the British
advisors in Amman now take second place to the
Americans, notwithstanding former British preemingnce
there. For now Husszin has tied hxs fortunes to us.
imperialism. ~ .

Indicative of the Washington- Amman re!atronshrp,
during and after the Jordanian army’s sleughter of
thousands of noncombatant civilians, there was not a

“word of criticism from Washington (and other Western

caprta!s) that had so recently denounced the “barbaric”
and “piratical” aircraft SVIZU.I'CS by Pal;stmmn “extrcm—
ists.” . ..

US.sati fied . o _

On the other hand, Deputy Defense Secretary Davxd
Packard indicated U.S. satisfaction with Hussein’s
“success.” At a news conference Sept. 25, Packard
characterized Amman’s policies as supporting the
*“Nixon doctrine” of providing military equipment to

“friendly countries, in preference to the direct interven-

tion by U.S. troops. Packard also said that the U.S.

-would give, Jordan military equipment to replace that

lost in the recent fighting.

In general, the Jordanian atrocities were played down
in the U.S. But the Sept. 26 Washington Post reprinted a

 report from the conservative Figaro of Paris that helps

put Hussein’s support for the Nixon doctrine in its true
light. In this account which was typical of reports in the

. ‘Paris and London press, Thierry Desjardins wrote as

follows: -

“Ammar is a murdered crty The fxghtmg continued
this morning, but it was as if Hussein was beating a
corpse. His heavy artillery continues pounding the
refugee camps with phosphorous bombs. But these
camps no longer exist. For mile after mile, there is only
ruins, mud, craters, twisted metal and screams.

*I was ab!e to get to the Wahdat refugee camp [in
Amman]. There had been 55 ,000 persons there; it was a
gigantic shantytown where the poor souls lived—or
starved—on international charity. They have been
massacred. . .. Tonight, for five hours, the shells fell
again. But on what? On the rubble of mud walls, on
. for the past
‘eight days. ‘

that *‘Wesmgm\}éw&m@qéﬁé’gb@ﬁﬂgﬂ@ﬁ?ﬂm -RDP80- 01601R000600030001-5

The Sept. Y. Times teporte
“mflitary advisors in Amman were confident that king
Ilirccatnte Farcnc cauld brine the commandos to heelina
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Oilfields come and go. Some of the new discoveries,
" Jike those on the North Slope of Alaska, are sensa-
: tional. But they do nothing to shake the preeminence
of the countries bordering on the Persian Gulf as
“suppliers to the world. This preeminence is based on
facts of geology, and none of the changes that are to
~be expected in politics, commerce, or technology will
‘make any difference to it.

Vast efforts are being made and have been made
for many years to diversify sources of supply of oil.
 There have been successes, but they do not alter the
-main outline of the problem. The world, and particu-
- larly the Western world, depends on the Persian Gulf
for its oil supplies; this dependence is more likely to

increase than it is to decrease. ‘
The importance of the Gulf and the states adjacent

to 1t méy be shown in two pairs of statistics in 1969:

- the world drew 28 percent of its oil from these states;

the same states held 62 percent of the proved oil re-
serves. As the world begins to press on its reserves,
it will depend more heavily on the Persian Gulf. The
North Slope of Alaska was thought in the first pub-
lished estimate to have an upper limit of 10 billion
barrels of recoverable oil; the Gulf countries have
333 billion barrels of proven reserves.

The Persian Gulf once enjoyed the pax Britannica
and has lately been suffering the symptoms of its
withdrawal. Britain’s position in Iraq collapsed in a
bloody coup after the failure of the Anglo-French ex-
pedition to Port Said in 1956. The defense treaty
with Kuwait was ended peaceably some years later,
and last year the British Labour government decided
that the remaining British forces should be with-

 Jan ﬁ‘&’s%ﬁ){‘?é"aﬁ%fﬁ%!%%% 3999/05/39,, £ A-RRPA0-016aROA0HG00I0G0HE T by the end of 1971. The new
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Exposes of US-aided torture and terror in Saigon’s priscns have
created a predictably brief flurry of liberal breast beating and

echtonaha ng; but the exposure is not likely to challenge the US
policies and prograras that have openly supported and financed
police repression in Vietnam for the last 15 years One resalt
. : " of the belief that most wars in the world today are *'police actions”
3 - js AID's Office of Public Safety, dedicated to intefnational
' o police-inilitary cooperation and the development of national
police forces as the “first line of defense” against existing or
potential insurgencies. Con Son Prison is part of its program
. for “prisoner rehabilitation’’; Public Safety is a Third World-wide
. -~ program to foster “an atrnosphere of confidence in law and order”
' - —as its own propaganda proclaims.
Americans who were in Saigon in the late Fifties under the /
~~~Michigan State-CIA police advisory mission noted at the time that
opposition politicians were frequently carted off to Con Son.
The US government’s own figures state that at least 70 percent
of the prisoner population throughout Vietnam is political, and
another nine percent is ‘‘military” -that is, POWs. It has been
said for years that to know the status of the non- co/mmunis:t
“political opposition, Con Son was the place to go.
v Both Congress and the US press corps in Saigon have ignored
-persistent attempts over the past year by tortured student leaders
"and others to bring pubhc attenticn to the systematic political

) : o ~ repression and tercorism that mark the staying-power of Thiew,
. ) S " " Ky and US forces. Instead, they took the word of Saigon’s US
' ‘ ' Public Safety Advisor Frank Walton, who declared Con Son to be
L _ “a correctional institution worthy of higher ratings than some, R
) “prisons in the US" with “enlightencd and modern administration.” {:‘)
Approved For Release 2000/05/30 : CIA-RDP80-01601R000600030001-5 -~ MOFe """ ™ §
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correction : ‘ 1

Desmopd Stewart writes us that the origjnal version of his
review of Miles Copeland's The Game of Nations—June
22, 1970—did not imply that the CIA coup against Mos-
sadegh took place in the Arab world; the implication that
it did was a slip in editing. . . . And from Miles Copeland
comes a letter assuring us that he was not “for some years
the junior member of a CIA team attached to the U.S,
Embassy in Cairo” but was “the senior member of a team
of management consultanis hired by AID.” - Editors,

Approved For Release 2000/05/30 : CIA-RDP80-01601R000600030001-5
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;THE GAME OF NATIONS: The
" Amorality of Power Politics. By Miles -

J Copcland. Simon & Schuster. .118 P

, $6.95.

Y| DZOMOND STEWART

 Mr. Stewart has spent most of the last .

twenty years in the successor states of the
‘Ottoman Empire: Egypt, Iraq and Lebanon,

1" He Is the author of a trilogy, The Sequence

‘of Roles, and has just completed a study of
‘the Near East called The Temple of Janus,
which Doubleday will publish next year.

Mr. Miles Copeland was for some years
the junior member of a CIA team at-

As name-dropper and influence peddier,
he stecred the resilient bump ‘em car
through the Middle East. But despite this
rich experience, and despite his book’s
title and subtitle, Copeland's anti-

-1 memolrs distill no icy theorem of politi-

cal stratcgy to set beside Machiavelli's
The Prince. Nor do they constitute a
factual account of happenings in the '
Levant.

had as its consequences “Nasser's in-
volvement with the Sovict Union, receive
"but sliding mention. while a prestigious
dinner party at which the author was
present  straddles the book, appearing
twice with an interval of many pages.
Still less are we dcaling with “faction,”
a neologism defined by Copeland as
“fact presented in fictional terms,” since

for rcal.
The Game of Nations is an mdlscreet

i- man employed in, or around, the CIA.

love-hate, sent zigzagging agams( the
Egyptian President; accidentally it harms
.the CIA, making it appear not so much
\ lethal as silly and talkative (any future

. statesman inclined to unburden himself

i to one of its agents will weigh his words

i a8 if they were the kind of rocks once

used for stoning).

- Some of Copeland’s revclations are so -

g

lrresponsible as to endcar him to liberals.
His account of the one successful CIA -
intervention rin the Arab world (the .
overthrow of Iran’s Mossadegh and the.
restoration of the Shah) is a mixture of
knockabout and naiveté. Arguing that
in early 1949 “we weren't really Mach-
favcliian and ll\nl the current idealism -

activity as it was in our overt,” Copeland " .
evokes a,CIA

Ing-ﬂookin; for an area wherctn to plot

Tie Ualld) Amevicass .

-tached to the U.S. Embassy in Cairo."

Such key events as the Israchi’’
raid on Gaza in February 1955, which -

the names, if not the, converntiom. are

and undocumenleq reminiscence of a -

It functions as a lorpedo. fueled by -

. was u.most as prominent in our covert’ "

r‘ﬁqup of Oweﬂnbu'?w

an idealistic, not nccessarily democratic -
‘but pro-American coup. Iraq, a ficf of!.

Britain, was rejected, not apparently be-,

STATINTL

i’,'

cause it was alrcady the most pro- | .

" Western state in the region but because | )

“alt programmable evidence showed Nuri

Pasha's Government to be virtually coup- 3
proof " The arca chosen for experimen-
tation was Syria, then ruled by a wobbly

parliamentary system.

torious Kurdish general, was assisted by

In March 1949, Husni Za'im, a no- '

" these American idealists in launching |- "

what proved to be the first of an alphabet -

In power, he was a
“Za'im had been so

‘of Syrian coups,
- disappointment.

‘amenable to suggestion’ (as we said in | '

., our reporis) before the coup that it
never occurred to us that things would
But change things E

change afterwards.”
did. Za'im. insisted on Copcland’s jump-

_ing to his feet when he came into the .
room; the friendly “fu" must yield to - ‘
“vous"; so after four and a hall’ months,-

Za'im went.

“Egypt,

in the gray light of Abdin Palace.
stead, Kermit Roosevelt visited Cairo and

established contact with the “Free -Offi- .
~ cers,” in existence for many years but |

0

Synn was a mere rehearsal for! -

to the CIA, as to Napoleon,.;|
The Most Important Country. Initially, #
the CIA had thought to rcorganize Egypt |
" through a palace revolution led by
Farouk. This marijuana vision wilted .
In- -

gingered by the fiasco of the first \i ~

Palestine war, In Gamal Abdel Nasser
; an ambitious and effective leader who
army, loyal to himself, since he would

- share the fruits of power with it, and
“then cooperate with such U.S. aims as

-the CIA recognized, Copeland believes, " |

‘would first establish a power base, the |

the scttlement of the conflict with Israel. -

In return for such accommodation, this -

lrchclypal leader, unfettcred by demo-
cratic controls, would be pgiven U.S,

" support to become a more powerful | .

+ Arab leader than any in the past.

" with “Walt" and “Dick” shored it
Culro—-lhat

“ more of Nasser than any other West-

‘.‘ erner. Even now, although it is no N

,','. longer possible to drop in on him, ip—m

- formally and stay for lunch, I manage, o
a long talk with him every month or"

. in which he is most likely to be him-

8 frleudly lochl vio'

+iongy with

3

- two, and under relaxed circumstances -"

.. Copeland assures us—-and the as--
. surance must have shored his reputation |.
'in Washington as much as familiarit"-'

T L R
. ‘Over the years 1 have probably seen “

0 630001 -5 )
mvgioiiorooors
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‘Th
- . and the
Games

:by L. Fletcher Prouty

“*The hill costumes of the Meo tribes-
men contrasted with the civilian clothes
of United States military men riding in
open jeeps and carrying M-16 rifles and

mostly ex-Green Berets, hired on CIA
contract to advisc and train Laotian
troops.” Thosec matter-of-fact, almost
weary sentences, written late in® Feb-

/-},‘ ruary by T.D. Allman of The Washington

O

Post after he and two other enterprising
_correspondents left a guided tour and
walked 12 miles over some hills in Laos
to a secret base at Long Cheng, describe
a situation that today may seem com-
monplace to anyone familiar with
' American operations overseas, but that
-no more than 10 years ago would have
' been unthinkable.
To take a detachment of regular
troops, put its members into disguise,
.smuggle them out of the country so that
neither the public nor the Congress

knows they have left, and assign them to -

.clandestine duties on foreign soil under
the command of a non-military agency
,—it is doubtful that anyone would have
- -dared to suggest taking .such liberties
‘with the armed forces and foreign rela-
tions of the United States, not to say
- with the Constitution, to any President
“up to and especially including Dwight D.
Eisecnhower. Indecd, the most rcmark-
able devclopment in the management of
Amecrica’s rclations with other countrics
-during the ninc yecars since Mr, Eisen-
hower left office has becn the assump-
. tion of more and more control over mili-
tary and diplomatic operations abroad
by men whose activities are secret,
- .whose budget is secret, whose very iden-
tities as often as not are secret—in short
_a Secret Team whose actions only those
implicated in them are in a position to
‘monitor. How determinedly this secrecy,
is preserved, even when preserving it
means denying the United States Army]
tthe right to I:ﬁscipline its own personnel,
‘not the i
o o s e opportuniy o.do s
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was strikingly illustrated not long ago byl
the refusal of the Central Intelligence,
Agency to provide witnesses for the:
court-martial that was to try eight Green
Beret officers for murdering a suspected
North Vietnamese spy, thus forcing the
Army to drop the charges. .

The Secret Team consists of security-
cleared individuals in and out of govern-
ment who receive secret intelligence data
gathered by the CIA and the Natiopal
Security Agency and who react to those

data when it seems appropriate to them
with paramilitary plans and activities,
c.g., training and *‘advising”—a not ex-
actly impenetrable v hemism for “lead-!
ing into battle”—Laciian troops. Mem-'
bership in the Team, granted on a “need |
to know™ basis, varies with the nature]
and the location of the problems that
come to its attention. At the heart of the
Team,of course, are a handful of top ex-
ecutives of the CIA and of the National
Security Council, most notably the chief'
White House adviser on foreign policy.;
Around them revolves a sort of inner;
ring of Presidential staff members, State! . "
Dcpartment officials, civilians. and mili-|{ - .5, ° '
itary men from the Pentagon, and career ’
iprofessionals in the intelligence services. |
/And out beyond them is an extensive;
1and intricate network of government of-! . v
ficials with responsibility for or expertise] R,
in some specific field that touches on/!.. - '
national security: think-tank anulysts,!
“businessmen who travel a lot or whose;
businesses (e.g., import-export or operat-!
ing a cargo airline) are uscful, academic!- .~
; experts in this or thiat technical subjcctI BRI
or geographic region, and, quite impor- . ...
i'tantly, alumni of the intelligence ser- - .
vice—a service from which there are no . - °
‘unconditional resignations. | o

Thus the Secret Team is not a clan-;’
destine super-planning board or super-' */
general staff but, even more damaging to. -, .
the coherent conduct of foreign affairs,a!. >t
bewildering collection of temporarily )
assembled action committees that' -
respond pretty much ad hoc to specific| -
troubles in various parts of the world,| . .
somctimes in_ways that duplicate the;
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i C.LA. Business? . ] |
o SR "' Cuban Prime Minister Fidel Castro made a |’ i /
G ! scrious charge in blaming the United States Central |
Qo ! Intelligence Agency and the Pentagon Tor (e Téctnt - |} |
; ]andirllhr“drmed« anti-Castro guerrillas in eastern |

 Cuba. The United States did launch the Bay .of Pigd " [: -
-y RN f Invasion of Cuba in 1961, so Castro has a reason to
SLit e ERRLST K be suspicious, L
EPEENEC f‘ The United States government denied involvement *.

L. [ in'the 1970 invasion, But Alpha 65,.an association of K
el ; Cuban exiles in Miami, says it trained the guerrillas' =
I them to Cuba.,

e T ——

the United States. All governments have an obliga- -
tion not to permit armed bands to use their territo-
Iy as a basc to attack a country with which they *
S0 {-arc not at war. The United States has made some’ .
BT efforts to enforce this rule since the Cuban missile -
. . crisis of 1962, though the State Department docs not
} accept the Russian thesis that the U.S. made a'ial o
¢ hinding promise not to try to overthrow the Cuban . j -

! government by force.

¥
13

‘ o e at a secret base in the Florida Everglades and sent” .
o  -' o ‘ l I so, this too is a violation of international law by *

5

It would be possible for Alpha 66 to train and -
launch a small force without getling caught by the -
! United States — and apparently this is a small- S . ’ ,
{.force. By Wednesday Castro said his men had killed " . o )
or capiured nine and that only four remained. : '
* But large operation or small, the legal principles - |
!‘ are the same. Since the C.I.A. got found out for the- ' | J

Bay of Pigs and boasts leaked out about similar 1
¢ operations in Guatemala and - Iran, it_has -been
{ harder for ‘the United States to deny convincingly - |
§ Its role in coups and guerrilla strikes all over the -
“y< -+ ! map. Americans just don’t know whether to believe -~ |
L { their own government or not, Many foreigners sim- ¥

L 'p'l’y m?"zumted §htes is glﬂll};;. s e .‘.‘,".A.’!\.U..' ¥
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> EDITORIALS =~ '
The Third Indo-China War

It is the nature of governments to deceive. In the’ Intert e ol : hat the
perspective of its two-century existence, the govern-!' fighting on ke Am(‘ncar;lSad(i!n"ilnltﬁgfxéa;nd t :
ment of the United States is no.worse than others. In} Thai satraps are uncxce ed North Vietnamese who :
fact. in its early history, its candor was considerably { So how the Vietcong and No e caught :
better than the average. Now, however, it appears to | have been using the Cambodian santc liﬁeySouth Vet :
be making up for lost time. Mr. Nixon may plead, | in a squeeze between, on thi\ east, an dotachments !

- plausibly enough, that Vietnam is not his war. He | namese, aided by remforce‘i m;’:nc nunshi o firing | .

- "did, however, undertake to get us out of it. The plain | close to the t?order and by me:’ car; hg forcez a5 the
fact is that the war is being extended, and 50 far Mr. ; into Cambodia, and on thed?VBS ) sumuster o the
Nixon has done nothing to prevent its spread. On the | new government of Cambodia ;‘:g CIA it is a much
contrary, his policy of Vietnamization is dragging us standpoint of the ?ent_agon an ; e Drince Sihanouk
deeper into the Indo-Chinese quagmire. Unless he | more .agree'able sx_tuatlon than w en1 e S eneral
takes forthright action to arrest this trend, it will be | held the reins. 1t is worth notmg{ieili so"l'tar otion
difficult to avoid the suspicion that he is not averse | Westmoreland has long advocated military
to developments that will enable him to keep mas- | agaifist Cambodia. . ' ) it ;
sive American military power in Asia, and that re- Can our Southeast Asian allies act in ma z;rs od \
cent events have been largely of our making, ' such importance Wlthout American apprO\l'-at ans ,

Of course, that is not the official scenario. Official- | some kind of commitment that, if the gamble (;"\:n !

" 1y, we were taken by surprise when the coup ousted . against them, Uncle Sam will not let them 0%0 f(()in :
Prince Sihanouk; we are now waiting for the dust to | the drain? The C.aynbodlans say they are(;'\ a;.; sag :
settle, and perhaps hoping for events to take a turn = for American military help now. They do not say ;-
that might redound to our advantage. There.is a sug- ' they will not ask tomorrow. cring. Did «
gestion that Sihanouk was overthrown because the! What has happened took considerable rigging. Did

7™ enemy is losing, is being pushed back, and that this . the President know about it? Did he want fo knovz |
- accounts for the turn to the right in Cambodia which, ! about it? How much cont}‘ol has Mr. Kissinger go1 '
though nominally neutralist, had been giving shelter . over operations in the field? Does even General |

.- to some 40,000 to 60,000 North Vietnamese or Viet- ‘Abrams know exactly what goes on while he Tuns: -.

i
ih ced indirectly—perhaps through That i
' have been tossed indirectly—pernaps

ntermediaries. (We know that Thai troops have been ;

- cong troops. ' the war from a desk in Saigon and with an OccaSI%l;l- :
. That scenario warrants scrutiny. It begins in Laos, al visit to the numerous fronts for which he, or the
_ where there was a tacit standstill with the enemy.  CIA, is responsible? N 1
. /- It was incomplete, to be sure, but fighting was at a In the news these latest developments are referred .

"V low level. The CIA upset that balance by egging on to as the second Indo-China war. The count seems

_its mercenaries, deployed with the aid of American "’ short. First there was the war in which the Frenchy - .* .

! swadvisers.” The enemy retaliated and seized a ma- . lost the flower of their officer corps and got the cou;()u
" jor piece of the Plain of Jars, Did the CIA plan it , de grdce at Dienbienphu. Then th.ere was the secox;; ]
that way? They may have been as innocent as un- = Indo-China war, engineered mainly by Lyndon B.|
born babes, but that is not their usual role. Anyhow, Johnson, and which proved his political nemesis. {.
~ it happened; and it now appears that Laos is in dire.’ -Now we have the thix:d war. Will it rescue Mr. Nm?; _
straits—another domino is in danger of falling. There .. politically, or ruin him? He must be thinking hard;.
_is one differcnce, however, from the earlier domino. i his risks are pot-small, . ~- .. .. .. 7 R
,+ game: the public does not scem to be concerned. 1t- .- - - S
does not demand that we “save’ Laos; it would rath- ' _
- er that we got out of Southeast Asia, and the sooner '~ o B
* the better, as long as we retain, some shreds of .- . .~ . ool
| superpower dignity. . NN :
' The illicit scenario continues with the coup in Cam- =~ "
. bodia. Whoever pulled the strings, the result was '
., very much to the liking of the Pentagon and the . ; ‘ :
! CIA, and perhaps of an Administration bent on keep-. . , IR
. ing a big, sprawling foothold in Asia. (See Michael ' S
.- Klare: “The Great South Asian War,” The Nation,* '
March 9.) It passes understanding that Prince Siha<- © - . _
nouk’s rivals should have acted so boldly, unless they - RS
had substantial covert backing. It may ho assumed = ° ' BT
that the CIA no longer delivers sledgehammer blows, RDé '
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The New Empire:

- A Star-Spangled Bummer
L/INTF.RVI-:NTION AND REVOLUTION. By

Richard Barner. New American  Li-
brarv, 19648.
82,95,

THE ROOTS OF AMERICAN FOREIGN
roLicy. By Gabriel Kolko. Beucon,
1969. $5.95.

THE AGE OF IMPERIALISM. By Harry
Magdoff. Monthly Review, 1969.
$1.95.

7 IETNAM, LIKE THE battle of the
Alamo, is history. Scholars are
already hard at work probing its

-warm entrails for lessons; books and
conferences warn against future Viet-

$6.95. Meridian, 1969.

" nams. “Remember the Bay of Tonkin"

rallies the troops for Fulbright’s guerril-
la raids on presidential power, while the
future diplomatist somewhere on the
edge of a university sit-in wonders,
“What can we learn from this disaster?”

Every expert has his answer. For
some, Vietnam was simply the wrong
war in the wrong place. For others, it
was Lyndon Johnson'’s arrogance of
power. Liberal sophisticates, like Atlan-
tic Editor Irving Kristol, even admit toa

new imperialism. But, like the Cold War .

Liberals who earlier defended the nucle-
ar arms race, the new Crackpot Realists
fully accept the notion of “global re-
sponsibility,” of *“the inevitable burden
of a great power.” The experts, as Rich-
ard Barnet laments, seem to have
learned from Vietnam only that we

never should have fought in Vietnam.

Amateurs at foreign policy—those
who people the Moratorium and block
campus doorways to Dow recruiters—
know better. Lacking * sophlstlcanon,

"~ they never learned to escape the simi-

larities in Washington’s responses to the

- Dominican Republic, Cuba and Viet-

nam. Looking back to the first post-war
intervention in Greece, they see that

- Washington has continually sent mili-
" "tary or paramilitary forces into-other

countries, either to fight popularly
backed guerrilla movements or to

Approved For Release 2000/05/30 : CIA-RDP86-01601RO._00600030001-5

.and CIA agents put the intervention on

“ard Barnet,

-people take time to compare the argu:

\  FORMER STATE DEPARTMENT
' 5; official and now co-director of

- policy at the feet of the National Securi-

overthrow recalcitrant  governments.
According to Barnet’s count, the U.S.
managed to bat out these interventions
on the average of one every 18 months.
AID missionaries, university scholars\/

a daily basis. National Guardsmen in
urban ghettos and on college campuses
have brought the pattern home.

Recognizing that a pattern cxists,
however, doesn’t tell us its cause. If
Vietnam is not an isolated mistake,
what does lead the United States to
intervene and how can we put anend to
this pattern of aggression?

Two distinct camps within the anti-_
war movement have produced two very
different answers. One camp, well rep-
resented in the liberal analysis of Rich-
blames America’s two,’
three, many Vietnams on Cold War
anti-communism and the drive for pow-
er within government bureaucracies—
military and civilian, The second, more
radical camp, whose intellectual spokes- ~
men include Gabriel Kolko and Harry .
MagdofT, hits out at either the political
dominance of big business or at the in-
evitable thrust of America’s big business ’
economy. To date, the liberal attack on
“the bureaucracy,” .aided by Wall
Street’s well-publicized peace rallies,
has proved the more persuasive. But if

ments of these three books, the radicals
are likely to win some ncw adherents.

Washington's loyal oppositionist
Institute for Policy Studies, Richard .
Barnet lays America’s interventionist

ty Managers—those officials in the Statey
Department, Pentagon, CIA and the
White House who manage U.S. foreign
relations. Looking at over-all foreign
policy rather than simply military strat-
egy, Barnet differs with run-of-the-mill
Pentagon-baiters. But like them, he sees
the cause of intervention in “the

_much of the world as possible.” He con-
" tends that the (chiefly civilian) national
‘security burcaucrats intervene because

Russia.
Barnet challenges their Cold War

Kennedy Administration. By now his
critique is something of a conventional
wisdom, sustained by Russian passivism
in the Third World, the possibilities of a
new “open door” in Eastern Europe,
and the recent wave of anti-militarism
at home. According to this view, revo-
lution in the less developed countries is
neither an export of “International
Communism” nor a threat to our na-
tional security. “Beyond the reach of
the Red Army,” says Barnet, *“the
Soviets soon abandoned the idea of ex-
. porting revolution. Indeed, a principal

“revolutionary zeal where such activity
would embarrass the Soviet government
in its relations with other states.”

writes, Stalin steered the Chinese Coms

sacre of 1927, The Great Russian Lead-
er pushed similar “‘revisionist™ policics
, Greece. Those revolutionary move-
cludes, grew less out of this barren inter-
nationalism than out of the oppressive
conditions of the countries in question.

Barnet’s concern is that our National
Security Managers, blinded by their

Cold War anti-communism, are actually
/ ericouraging the oppressive conditions

" their strategy calls for intervention. But
Barnet only shows why the National
Security Managers should not inter-
vene. He never explains why they do,

. except by pointing to their mistaken
view of the world. Rather than a series

bureaucratic compulsion to control ‘as

of unrelated tmstakes. lhen, Amenca s

cont.

‘munists into an early alliance with. . -
Chiang Kai-shek’s Kuomintang and, -~
consequently, into the Shanghai Mas-.

 that feed revolution—especially when ™' "7

TATINTL

/lhcy view Third World revolution as:
part ‘of the Cold War with China and ;

myopia in terms that were already gain-
ing popularity in the early part of the -

_function of the Comintern was to cool -

Contrary to what Chairman Mao®

in Turkey, Iran, Indonesia, Spain and

ments that did take root, Barnet con- -
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